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suggested  some  improvements.  An  important  criterion  of  any 
classification  scheme  is  its  usefulness.  This  thesis 
examines  potential  applications  and  benefits  of  the 
previously  developed  taxonomical  structure  for  classifying 
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I.  INTRODUCTION 


A.  BACKGROUND 

One  of  the  most  potentially  significant  concepts 
proposed  in  the  field  of  Government  contracting  is  the  idea 
that  contracting  is  a  science.  The  concept  of  contracting 
as  a  science  came  about  as  a  result  of  the  growing 
complexity  and  increasing  difficulties  in  the  procurement 
process.  These  problems  emphasized  the  need  for  procurement 
research  as  a  means  of  obtaining  a  better  understanding  of 
the  intricacies  and  effects  of  the  procurement  process.  The 
key  to  effective  research  is  the  use  of  a  systematic 
approach  to  solving  problems.  The  concept  of  contracting  as 
a  science  implies  that  a  systematic  and  organized  process 
can  be  employed  for  development  and  validation  of 
contracting  knowledge.  (Park,  1986,  pp.  12-13) 

Among  the  requirements  identified  as  differentiating 
sciences  from  other  disciplines  is  the  description  and 
classification  of  the  subject  matter.  (Park,  1986,  p.  41) 

The  pursuit  of  this  requirement  lead  to  the  development  of  a 
taxonomical  structure  for  classifying  goods  procured  by  the 
Federal  Government.  The  taxonomy,  developed  by  Brian  Wenger 
in  1990  (Wenger,  1990) ,  classifies  goods  procured  by  the 


1 


Federal  Government  along  a  continuvm  from  simple  to  complex, 
according  to  inherent  characteristics  of  the  goods  deemed 
important  in  the  procurement  process. 

Wenger  reported  that  the  major  benefits  of  his  study 
were  that  accurate  guest ions  could  be  asked  on  how  the 
perceived  order  of  goods  has  arisen  and  how  best  to  maintain 
or  improve  it.  The  taxonomy  provides  the  structure 
necessary  for  identifying  the  types  of  goods  purchased  by 
the  Government  in  a  profile  that  lends  itself  to  increased 
visibility.  Wenger  also  identified  accurate  determination 
of  the  best  procurement  strategy  for  buying  certain  products 
as  another  benefit  of  having  a  goods  classification  scheme. 
Wenger's  taxonomical  structure  for  classifying  goods  is  a 
scheme  that  can  be  used  to  classify  Government  goods  on  a 
strategic  basis.  (Wenger,  1990,  pp.  2-^3) 

At  this  stage  of  development  of  the  taxonomical  model 
for  classifying  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government,  it 
is  appropriate  to  consider  the  usefulness  of  the  taxonomy  by 
examining  practical  applications  and  benefits  of  the  model. 
Consideration  of  practical  applications  and  benefits  of  the 
taxonomy  seems  appropriate  for  two  reasons.  First,  it  is 
important  to  bridge  the  gap  between  researchers  and 
practitioners . 

Many  people  in  the  scientific  community  believe  that 
research,  like  virtue,  is  its  own  reward.  Procurement 
research  is  not  quite  that  exalted.  Harried 
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administrators  and  impatient  Congressmen  want  to  see 
results — practical  applications  that  will  improve  the 
procurement  process.  (Roback,  1975,  p.  4) 

The  second  reason  to  consider  practical  applications  is 
to  provide  direction  for  future  research  and  refinement  of 
the  taxonomical  model.  The  most  important  evaluation 
criterion  of  a  classification  scheme  is  how  useful  it  is  in 
helping  solve  problems.  (Hunt,  1983,  p.  360)  In  order  to 
refine  and  advance  the  taxonomy,  the  applications  for  which 
the  model  is  intended,  and  the  resulting  benefits,  should  be 
understood . 

B.  OBJECTIVES 

The  primary  objective  of  this  research  effort  is  to 
identify  potentially  useful  applications  of  the  taxonomy  of 
goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government,  and  examine  the 
benefits  of  the  applications.  Specific  objectives  of  the 
study  are  to: 

1.  Identify  potential  applications  of  Wenger's 
taxonomy . 

2.  Examine  the  most  promising  applications  in  detail, 
including  the  logic  of  how  the  system  would  work,  and 
the  benefits  to  be  gained  from  the  applications. 

3.  Validate  the  requirement  that  the  taxonomy  be 
useful. 
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C.  RESEARCH  QUESTIONS 


The  following  research  questions  framed  the  research 
for,  and  were  addressed  in,  this  study. 

Primary  Research  Question; 

Would  application  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by 
the  Federal  Government  be  useful  in  the  discipline  of 
contracting? 

Subsidiary  Research  Questions: 

1.  Are  there  taxonomical  applications  in  other 
disciplines  that  can  be  extrapolated  to  the  contracting 
field? 

2.  What  are  the  potential  applications  of  the  taxonomy 
of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government  in  the  field 
of  contracting? 

3.  What  are  the  most  promising  applications  of  the 
taxonomy  in  the  field  of  contracting? 

4.  In  the  most  promising  areas  of  application,  how 
would  the  taxonomy  be  applied? 

5.  What  are  the  benefits  of  applying  the  taxonomy  of 
goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government  in  the  most 
promising  areas  selected  for  examination? 


D.  RESEARCH  METHODOLOGY 

The  research  conducted  in  support  of  this  study  involved 
a  literature  review,  telephone  interviews,  and  written 
correspondence  with  experts  in  the  contracting  field. 

The  research  effort  began  with  a  comprehensive 
literature  review  in  the  subject  areas  of  classification, 
taxonomy,  and  categorization.  There  were  two  separate  and 
distinct  goals  of  the  literature  review.  The  first  goal  was 
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to  develop  the  theoretical  framework  of  classification. 

That  is,  the  "how”  and  "why"  of  taxonomies.  The  second  goal 
of  the  literature  review  in  the  subject  areas  was  to  examine 
existing  taxonomies  in  other  disciplines  for  corollary 
applications  in  contracting. 

Although  there  was  only  a  limited  amount  of  literature 
available  on  the  theory  of  classification,  the  literature 
that  was  available  was  both  consistent  and  fruitful.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  literature  describing  taxonomies  in  othe. 
disciplines  was  plentiful,  but  of  limited  use.  With  the 
exception  of  taxonomies  in  the  discipline  of  marketing,  the 
literature  in  this  area  provided  very  little  discussion  in 
support  of  the  logic  of  why  the  particular  application 
presented  was  appropriate  and  useful.  Most  of  the 
taxonomies  reviewed  were  applied  for  the  purpose  of 
discipline  research. 

After  developing  the  theoretical  framework  of 
classification,  a  list  of  potential  applications  of  the 
taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government  was 
developed.  These  applications  were  derived  primarily  from 
the  marketing  literature,  and  the  researcher's  judgment. 

Telephone  interviews  were  then  conducted  with  12  experts 
in  the  field  of  contracting  to  solicit  comments  regarding 
the  applications  and  seek  additional  applications  not 
considered  by  the  researcher.  Some  interviews  were  more 
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fruitful  than  others.  Among  the  12  experts  contacted  were 
nine  of  the  12  expert  panel  members  who  participated  in  the 
Wenger  study.  In  cases  where  the  interviewee  did  not  have 
time  to  discuss  the  subject  on  the  telephone,  preferred  to 
communicate  in  writing,  or  wanted  additional  time  to 
consider  the  subject,  written  correspondence  was  forwarded. 

Based  on  information  from  the  literature  reviewed,  input 
from  experts,  and  the  researcher's  judgment,  potential 
applications  and  benefits  of  the  taxonomy  were  identified. 
Following  this  step,  a  literature  review  was  conducted  in 
the  areas  identified  for  application  of  the  taxonomy.  From 
the  literature  review,  three  particular  applications  were 
selected  for  examination.  The  three  areas  of  application, 
market  research,  procurement  regulation,  and  training  and 
education,  were  selected  and  expanded  upon  because  they  have 
been  identified  as  areas  needing  improvement  in  the  field  of 
contracting.  (Refs:  Sherman,  1991,  p.  120;  Judson,  1986,  p. 
14;  Mavroules,  1991,  p.  19)  As  such,  it  was  determined  that 
application  of  the  taxonomy  would  yield  great  benefits  in 
the  selected  areas. 

Finally,  the  three  selected  applications  were  developed, 
and  potential  benefits  were  proposed. 
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E.  SCOPE,  LIMITATIONS,  AND  ASSUMPTIONS 

The  scope  of  the  study  is  limited  to  an  assessment  of 
the  potential  applications  and  benefits  of  the  Wenger 
taxonomical  structure  for  classifying  goods  procured  by  the 
Federal  Government.  The  Wenger  classification  scheme  is  one 
of  several  approaches  which  have  been  taken  in  the  field  of 
Government  contracting.  Other  classification  studies  have 
been  conducted  in  the  areas  of  contracting  officer  tasks 
(Fowler,  1987  and  Page,  1989) ,  contracting  literature 
(Sweeney,  1989  and  Smith,  1991) ,  and  services  procured  by 
the  Federal  Government  (Allen,  1991) .  Although  these  other 
classification  schemes  are  beneficial,  applications  proposed 
in  this  study  are  addressed  from  the  context  of  the  Wenger 
taxonomy  of  goods. 

With  regard  to  limitations,  the  proposed  applications 
were  not  operationalized  because  the  goods  procured  by  the 
Federal  Government  have  not  yet  been  classified. 

Assumptions  made  during  the  study  were  that  all  of  the 
goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government  could  in  fact  be 
classified,  and  the  list  of  characteristics  used  to  classify 
goods  may  be  modified. 

F.  LITERATURE  REVIEW 

The  model  upon  which  this  study  is  based  is  presented  in 
"A  Taxonomical  Structure  for  Classifying  Goods  Purchased  by 


7 


the  Federal  Government,”  a  graduate  thesis  by  Brian  Wenger. 
(Wenger,  1990)  This  thesis  also  provided  the  basic  theory 
ot  classification. 

The  book  Taxonomies  of  Human  Performance:  The 
Description  of  Human  Tasks  by  Edwin  A.  Fleishman  and  Marilyn 
K.  Quaintance  proved  to  be  the  most  substantial  source  of 
the  theory  behind  taxonomies.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance, 
1984)  It  not  only  explained  how  to  classify,  it  also 
explained  the  logic  behind  what  classification  can 
accomplish. 

The  book  Marketing  Theory:  The  Philosophy  of  Marketing 
Science  by  Shelby  D.  Hunt  was  also  a  rich  source  of 
information  regarding  classification  theory.  (Hunt,  1983) 

As  far  as  providing  the  logic  behind  applying  taxonomies 
and  the  resulting  implications,  the  journal  article  "Product 
Characteristics  and  Marketing  Strategy"  by  Gordon  E.  Miracle 
proved  to  be  far  and  away  the  most  useful  reference  to  be 
found.  (Miracle,  1965) 

G.  ORGANIZATION  OF  STUDY 

The  organization  of  this  study  was  developed  around  the 
primary  purpose,  developing  useful  applications  of  the 
taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government,  and 
examining  the  benefits  of  those  applications.  Along  those 
lines,  this  chapter  has  presented  the  research  objectives. 
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questions,  methodology,  scope,  limitations,  assumptions,  and 
literature  review. 

In  Chapter  II,  the  background  and  events  leading  to  the 
present  study  are  presented,  along  with  definitions  and  some 
basic  principles  of  classification.  The  Wenger  model  is 
also  described,  as  well  as  the  marketing  scheme  upon  which 
it  is  based. 

Chapter  III  describes  the  objectives  of  classification 
and  the  usefulness  of  taxonomical  applications.  From  there, 
the  role  of  taxonomies  in  contracting  is  presented,  and 
specific  applications  are  identified. 

Chapters  IV,  V,  and  VI  present  the  three  applications  of 
the  taxonomy  selected  for  discussion:  market  research, 
procurement  regulation,  and  contracting  training  and 
education,  respectively.  Each  application  is  formed  by 
presenting  background  on  the  subject  area,  the  reasoning 
behind  the  application,  and  the  benefits  to  be  gained  from 
implementation  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the 
Federal  Government. 

Chapter  VII  presents  the  conclusions  and  recommendations 
resulting  from  the  study. 
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IZ.  BACKGROUND 


A.  INTRODUCTION 

The  classification  studies  conducted  in  the  field  of 
Government  procurement  have  been  a  continuation  of  the 
concept  of  contracting  as  a  science.  (Prendergast,  1991,  p. 

9)  This  concept  was  first  proposed  by  Robert  Willieuns  and 
Paul  Arvis  in  a  paper  presented  to  the  Federal  Acquisition 
Research  Symposium  in  1985  (Williams  and  Arvis,  1985),  and 
subsequently  examined  in  research  conducted  by  Steven  Park 
in  1986.  (Park,  1986,  p.  12)  The  concept  of  framing  the 
field  of  contracting  as  a  science  is  useful  because  it 
advocates  a  systematic  and  organized  method  for  exploring 
and  defining  the  discipline. 

Government  procurement  is  a  complex  field.  There  are 
conflicting  requirements  placed  on  the  process  by  the  many 
goals  of  the  system.  For  example,  the  Federal  procurement 
process  is  expected  to  obtain  quality  products  at  fair  and 
reasonable  prices.  At  the  same  time,  the  process  serves  as 
an  instrument  of  foreign  policy  through  the  foreign  military 
sales  (FMS)  program,  social  policy  through  socioeconomic 
programs,  and  fiscal  policy  through  fluctuations  in  spending 
levels.  The  procurement  process  serves  as  a  tool  for 
carrying  out  many  other  policy  goals.  The  result  is  a 


complex  process  with  requirements  often  at  odds  with  one 
another.  Government  procurement  stands  to  benefit  from  an 
organized  and  systematic  approach  to  studying  the  field. 

Park  proposed  the  following  as  characteristics 
differentiating  science  from  other  disciplines. 

1.  A  distinct  subject  matter. 

2.  The  description  and  classification  of  the  subject 
matter . 

3.  The  presumption  of  underlying  uniformities  and 
regularities  concerning  the  subject  matter. 

4.  The  adoption  of  the  method  of  science  for  studying 
the  subject  matter.  (Park,  1986,  p.  41) 

It  is  the  second  characteristic  of  a  science,  the 

description  and  classification  of  the  subject  matter,  that 

has  been  the  motivation  behind  the  classification  studies 

conducted  in  contracting  to  date. 

B.  DEFINITION  OF  TERMS 

For  purposes  of  this  study,  the  following  definitions 
apply; 

Classification:  The  ordering  or  arrangement  of  entities 
into  groups  or  sets  on  the  basis  of  their  relationships, 
based  on  observable  or  inferred  properties. 

Classificatory  system:  The  end  result  of  the  process  of 
classification,  generally,  a  set  of  categories  or  taxa. 

Taxon  (plural:  taxa) ;  A  group  or  category  in  a 
classificatory  system  resulting  from  some  explicit 
methodology. 

Taxonomy:  The  theoretical  study  of  systematic 
classifications  including  their  bases,  principles. 
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procedures,  and  rules.  The  science  of  how  to  classify 
and  identify.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  p.  22) 

A  taxonomy  is  more  than  a  mere  classification.  It  is 
the  study  of  systematic  classification,  each  with  some 
reference  to  theoretical  models  that  embrace  the  domain  to 
which  the  taxonomy  is  to  be  applied.  (Fleishman  and 
Quaintance,  1984,  p.  22) 

C.  PRINCIPLES  OF  CLASSIFICATION 

All  classif icational  systems  involve  partitioning  some 
universe  of  objects,  events,  or  other  phenomena  into 
categories  that  are  homogeneous  with  respect  to  the  selected 
characteristics.  However,  there  are  two  different 
approaches  for  generating  classif icational  schemata,  which 
in  turn  impact  the  applications  for  which  they  may  be  used. 
The  two  procedures  are  logical  partitioning  and  grouping. 
(Hunt,  1983,  p.  349) 

Logical  partitioning  is  sometimes  referred  to  as 
deductive  or  a  priori  classification.  With  logical 
partitioning,  the  classif icational  schema  is  always 
developed  before  any  specific  set  of  data  is  analyzed.  This 
procedure  imposes  a  classif icational  system  on  the  data.  It 
starts  with  specification  of  the  phenomena  to  be  categorized 
(e.g.,  goods,  services),  followed  by  delineation  of  the 
categorial  terms,  which  are  the  properties  or 
characteristics  of  the  phenomena  on  which  the 
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classif icatlonal  schema  is  to  be  based  (e.g.,  unit  cost, 
age) .  Finally,  the  various  categories  that  emerge  from 
applying  the  categorial  terms  to  the  phenomena  are  labeled. 
(Hunt,  1983,  pp.  349-350) 

Logical  partitioning  usually  results  in  monothetic 
classifications.  That  is,  all  members  of  a  category  possess 
all  of  the  characteristics  or  properties  used  to  identify 
the  category.  Another  observation  about  logical 
partitioning  is  that  it  may  result  in  empty  categories,  or  a 
category  to  which  no  phenomenon  belongs.  Finally,  logical 
partitioning  presupposes  a  fairly  complete  understanding  of 
the  phenomena  under  investigation.  (Hunt,  1983,  pp.  350-353) 

The  other  classification  procedure,  grouping,  is 
sometimes  referred  to  as  inductive,  ex  post,  or  quantitative 
classification;  or  numerical  taxonomy.  With  grouping 
procedures,  the  classif icational  schema  is  generated  only 
after  some  specific  set  of  data  is  analyzed.  Grouping 
procedures,  like  logical  partitioning,  start  with 
specification  of  the  phenomena  to  be  classified  and  the 
properties  or  characteristics  on  which  the  categorizing  is 
to  be  done.  However,  unlike  logical  partitioning,  all 
grouping  procedures  determine  categories  after,  and  as  a 
result  of,  analysis  of  a  specific  set  of  data.  (Hunt,  1983, 
pp.  349-350) 
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Grouping  procedures  usually  result  in  polythetic 
classifications.  This  means  that  phenomena  in  any  given 
class  may  share  many  characteristics  in  common,  however,  no 
individual  phenomenon  need  possess  all  of  the 
characteristics  of  the  class.  Unlike  logical  partitioning, 
grouping  procedures  do  not  result  in  empty  categories  since 
the  categories  are  formed  from  existing  observations.  (Hunt, 
1983,  p.  354) 

There  are  several  implications  of  the  two  different 
approaches  to  classification  which  suggest  that  grouping 
procedures,  as  employed  by  Wenger,  are  appropriate  for  the 
taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government.  With 
the  diversity  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government, 
logical  partitioning  procedures,  which  usually  result  in 
monothetic  classifications,  would  result  in  either  too  many 
categories,  or  categories  based  on  no  more  than  two  or  three 
characteristics,  neither  of  which  would  be  useful.  Grouping 
procedures  are  better  equipped  to  handle  large  numbers  of 
categorlal  properties.  (Hunt,  1983,  p.  353)  And  most 
importantly,  grouping  procedures  require  substantially  less 
a  priori  knowledge  concerning  which  specific  properties  are 
likely  to  be  powerful  for  classifying  phenomena  than  does 
logical  partitioning.  (Hunt,  1983,  p.  355) 


14 


D.  EVALUATION  CRITERIA 


Several  criteria  have  been  suggested  for  evaluating 
alternative  classificational  schemata. 

1.  Does  the  schema  adequately  specify  the  phenomenon  to 
be  classified? 

2.  Does  the  schema  adequately  specify  the  properties  or 
characteristics  that  will  be  doing  the  classifying? 

3.  Does  the  schema  have  categories  that  are  mutually 
exclusive? 

4.  Does  the  schema  have  categories  that  are 
collectively  exhaustive? 

5.  Is  the  schema  useful?  (Hunt,  1983,  p.  355) 

The  first  criterion  inquires  whether  the  schema 

adequately  specifies  the  phenomenon  to  be  classified.  The 
answer  is  not  always  clear.  For  example,  a  classification 
of  goods  may  actually  be  classifying  consumers'  perceptions 
of  goods.  (Hunt,  1983,  p.  356) 

The  second  criterion  suggests  that  characteristics 
should  meet  the  test  of  differentiation  of  the  objects,  be 
relevant  to  the  end-use  goal,  ascertainable  to  the 
evaluator,  and  consistently  applied.  (Wenger,  1990,  p.  15) 
Mutual  exclusivity  refers  to  the  case  where  an  object  to 
be  classified  fits  into  one  category  only.  No  single  item 
may  be  placed  in  two  different  categories  at  the  same  level. 
(Hunt,  1983,  p.  359) 

The  fourth  criterion  suggests  that  every  item  that  is  to 
be  classified  should  fall  within  one  of  the  categories  of 
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the  scheme.  If,  in  an  attempt  to  make  the  scheme 
collectively  exhaustive,  an  "other”  category  is  created  and 
becomes  too  large,  the  system  should  be  reevaluated.  (Hunt, 
1983,  p.  360) 

In  discussing  classification  systems  in  the  field  of 
marketing,  Shelby  Hunt  called  the  fifth  criterion  the  most 
important.  "Therefore,  the  ultimate  criterion  is 
usefulness.  How  useful  is  the  schema  for  helping  marketing 
managers  solve  problems?"  (Hunt,  1983,  p.  360)  In  order  to 
be  valid,  the  applications  or  uses  of  the  schema  must  be 
clearly  understood. 

E.  GOVERllMEllT  CLASSIFICATION  SCHEMES 

There  are  presently  two  well  known  classification 
schemes  which  exist  within  the  Federal  Government.  These 
are  the  Federal  Supply  Classification  (FSC)  and  the  Standard 
Industrial  Classification  (SIC) . 

The  FSC  is  a  commodity  classification  which  categorizes 
goods  by  commodity  group.  Groups  and  classes  have  been 
established  with  emphasis  on  items  known  to  be  in  the  supply 
systems  of  the  Federal  Government.  The  primary  basis  of 
placement  is  the  physical  or  performance  characteristics  of 
the  good.  Items  that  are  normally  requisitioned  or  issued 
together  or  make  up  a  related  grouping  for  supply  management 
purposes  are  included  in  the  same  class.  (Wenger,  1990,  p. 
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17)  Any  insight  that  may  be  provided  by  the  FSC  would  tend 
to  be  helpful  in  supply  management  rather  than  procurement. 

The  SIC  is  organized  to  reflect  the  structure  of  the 
U.S.  economy  with  the  business  establishment  as  the  unit 
classified.  Placement  is  based  on  the  establishment's 
primary  activity,  which  is  determined  by  identifying  the 
predominant  product  or  group  of  products  produced  or 
handled.  The  SIC  aids  in  the  collection,  tabulation,  and 
presentation  of  statistical  data  relating  to  business 
establishments.  (Wenger,  1990,  p.  18) 

While  both  of  these  classification  schemes  serve  their 
purposes,  neither  provides  insight  into  the  Government 
procurement  process.  (Lamm  and  Wenger,  1991,  p.  240) 

Wenger  developed  a  classification  scheme  intended  for  use 
specifically  within  Federal  Government  procurement.  The 
Wenger  taxonomy  segments  goods  into  clusters  in  which 
individual  goods  share  the  same  end-item  characteristics. 
These  characteristics  are  focused  on  considerations  deemed 
Important  in  the  buying  process.  (Lamm  and  Wenger,  1991,  P. 
240) 

F.  MARKETING  CLASSIFICATION  SCHEMES 

In  considering  the  application  of  a  taxonomy  of  goods  in 
the  discipline  of  contracting,  much  can  be  learned  from  the 
experience  of  those  in  the  discipline  of  marketing. 
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Marketing  seems  to  be  several  years  ahead  of  the  field  of 
contracting  in  its  attempt  to  frame  the  discipline  as  a 
science.  Marketing  theory  has  a  longstanding  tradition  of 
classifying  goods  and  services.  Classification  is  deemed 
essential  to  the  development  of  a  descriptive  theory,  it 
establishes  the  basic  definitions  of  the  discipline.  (Bell, 
1986,  p.  13)  Class if icational  schemata  play  a  fundamental 
role  in  the  development  of  a  discipline  since  they  are  the 
primary  means  for  organizing  phenomena  into  classes  or 
groups  that  are  amenable  to  systematic  investigation  and 
theory  development.  (Hunt,  1983,  p.  348) 

Beyond  marketing's  precedence  both  in  seeking 
recognition  as  a  science  and  developing  taxonomies  in 
pursuit  of  that  recognition,  marketing  has  benefitted  from 
the  application  of  classif icational  schemata.  Marketing  has 
recognized  that  the  ultimate  criterion  of  a  taxonomy  is  its 
usefulness  in  helping  managers  solve  problems.  (Hunt,  1983, 
p.  360)  Much  insight  can  be  gained  from  the  field  of 
marketing. 

There  are  many  classification  schemes  in  marketing. 

Among  them  are  classification  schemes  for  different  kinds  of 
goods  (e.g.,  convenience,  shopping),  stores  (e.g., 
department  stores,  limited  line  stores),  wholesalers  (e.g., 
general  merchandise,  general  line) ,  and  pricing  policies 
(e.g.,  cost-plus,  demand  oriented).  (Hunt,  1983,  p.  348) 


18 


These  classification  schemes  guide  strategic  management 
decisions  with  respect  to  the  appropriate  marketing  mix  for 
the  given  entity. 

The  marketing  mix  serves  the  marketing  management 
process  by  strategically  blending  the  four  basic  marketing 
elements  to  appeal  to  a  firm's  target  market.  The  four 
basic  marketing  elements,  often  referred  to  as  the  four  P's, 
are  product,  price,  promotion,  and  place  (distribution 
channel) . 

Product  policy  is  an  important  aspect  of  marketing.  It 
involves  determination  of  the  number  of  variations  in 
products  to  be  offered,  including  the  degree  of  product 
homogeneity  or  heterogeneity.  Pricing  policy  depends  on  the 
degree  to  which  a  firm  has  control  over  the  price.  If  the 
firm  has  no  control  over  the  price,  for  example  if  it  is  set 
by  the  market  place  or  by  custom,  then  the  only  pricing 
policy  decision  to  be  made  is  whether  or  not  to  sell  at  the 
going  price.  Pricing  policies  are  established  with  regard 
to  the  degree  of  variation  from  customer  to  customer  and 
adherence  to  list  prices  versus  price  negotiation  for  each 
sale.  Promotional  policy  entails  decisions  as  to  how  much 
effort  is  to  be  placed  on  mass  media  advertising  or  personal 
selling.  Channel  policy  involves  decisions  with  regard  to 
the  types  of  distributors  and  numbers  of  each  type.  For 
example,  an  intensive  distribution  policy  involves 
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utilization  of  all  available  outlets  regardless  of  their 
characteristics.  A  highly  selective  distribution  policy 
involves  utilization  of  only  a  few  outlets  selected 
according  to  their  capabilities  and  suitability.  (Miracle, 
1965,  pp.  21-22) 

Marketing  classification  schemes  generally  link  the 
elements  of  the  marketing  mix  with  categories  within  the 
classification  scheme.  Classification  schemes  provide 
marketing  managers  with  general  guidelines  for  the 
appropriate  marketing  mix.  They  help  predict  a  coordinated 
product,  price,  promotion,  and  distribution  strategy  for 
success.  Based  on  the  category  in  which  a  product  belongs, 
the  classification  scheme  suggests  an  optimal  marketing  mix. 
The  classification  scheme  can  also  provide  insight  into 
which  elements  should  be  adjusted  in  order  to  reposition  the 
product  into  another  category,  which  may  be  more  profitable 
or  compatible  with  a  fira's  goals. 

The  purpose  of  any  product  classification  scheme  is  to 
guide  managerial  decision  making.  A  comprehensive  marketing 
strategy  should  be  based  upon  product  characteristics. 
(Murphy  and  Enis,  1986,  p.  35)  Gordon  Miracle  developed  a 
product  characteristics  classification  scheme  in  1965 
(Miracle,  1965) .  This  scheme,  which  served  as  the  basis  for 
the  development  of  Wenger's  model,  deserves  close 
consideration.  As  expressed  by  Miracle: 
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The  term  marketing  mix  suggests  a  relationship  between 
interacting  elements.  The  development  of  the  term 
constituted  a  step  forward  in  the  classification  of 
interrelated  marketing  efforts.  Although  more  is 
becoming  known  about  the  relationships  among  elements  of 
the  marketing  mix,  it  is  still  common  practice  to  think 
of  it  as  a  blend  of  marketing  efforts,  essentially 
nonquantifiable,  the  development  of  which  often  depends 
on  experience,  judgment,  and  perhaps  a  measure  of  good 
fortune. 

The  concept  of  a  system  provides  a  means  of 
improving  further  the  framework  within  which  we  think 
about  the  interrelationships  between  and  among  marketing 
activities.  After  all,  a  business  firm  engages  in 
marketing  activities  (endogenous  factors  in  the  system) 
in  order  to  adapt  to  its  environment  (exogenous 
factors) .  This  adaptation  is  intended  to  move  the  firm 
toward  an  equilibrium  in  which  the  level  of  operation  is 
such  that  the  goals  of  the  firm  are  being  achieved. 
(Miracle,  1965,  p.  19) 

Miracle's  classification  scheme  links  product 
characteristics  and  the  marketing  strategy.  The  premise  of 
Miracle's  scheme  is  that  an  observable  relationship  exists 
between  the  characteristics  of  a  product  and  the  approximate 
marketing  mix  for  that  product.  (Miracle,  1965,  p.  19) 

In  discussing  product  characteristics.  Miracle  provides 
that  a  product  is  defined  as  the  sum  of  the  physical  and 
psychological  satisfactions  the  buyer  receives  in  the 
purchase.  Or,  it  can  be  thought  of  as  a  bundle  of 
utilities,  the  total  product  includes  all  the  features  and 
conveniences  for  which  the  consumer  pays.  Miracle  suggests 
that  product  characteristics  incorporate  what  may  be  thought 
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of  as  consumer  characteristics  or  market  characteristics. 

For  example: 

The  amount  of  time  and  effort  spent  in  purchasing  a 
product  may  seem  to  be  a  consumer  characteristic.  But 
if  convenience  of  location  is  part  of  the  bundle  of 
utilities  and  hence  part  of  the  total  product  for  which 
the  consumer  pays,  it  seems  reasonable  that  the  short 
length  of  time  the  consumer  spends  searching  for  a  place 
to  buy  a  pack  of  cigarettes  is  a  characteristic  of  the 
product.  The  convenience  is  provided  as  one  featiire  in 
the  bundle  of  utilities.  Another  way  of  stating  this 
point  is  that  the  nature  of  the  product  determines  how 
much  time  (or  what  kinds  of  effort)  consiimers  will  wish 
to  spend  in  buying  the  product.  Thus,  consumer  and 
market  characteristics  may  be  described  in  terms  of 
product  characteristics.  (Miracle,  1965,  pp.  19-20) 

The  extremely  important  point  here  is  that  the 

characteristics  deemed  important  in  the  marketing  process 

can  be  incorporated  into  the  product  classification  scheme. 

The  same  holds  true  for  characteristics  deemed  Important  in 

the  Federal  procurement  process. 

Miracle's  classification  scheme  utilizes  the  nine 
product  characteristics  listed  in  Table  2-1.  Characteristic 
values  range  from  very  low  to  very  high.  Table  2-2  provides 
the  product  characteristics  of  the  five  groups. 
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TABLE  2-1 

PRODUCT  CHARACTERISTICS 


1.  Unit  Value 

2.  Significance  of  each  individual  purchase  to  the 
consumer 

3.  Time  and  effort  spent  purchasing  by  consumers 

4.  Rate  of  technological  change  (including  fashion 
changes) 

5 .  Technical  complexity 

6.  Consumer  need  for  service  (before,  during,  or 
after  the  sale) 

7 .  Fre<^ency  of  purchase 

8.  Rapidity  of  consumption 

9.  Extent  of  usage  (nvunber  and  variety  of  consumers 
and  variety  of  ways  in  which  the  product 
provides  utility) 

_ (Miracle,  1965,  p.  20)  _ 


TABLE  2-2 

PRODUCT  CHARACTERISTICS  BY  GROUP 


Product 

Group 

Group 

“ 

Group 

Group 

Group 

Charac . 

I 

II 

III 

IV 

V 

1. 

Very  low 

Low 

Medium 

to 

High 

Very 

high 

high 

2. 

Very  low 

Low 

Medium 

High 

Very 

high 

3. 

Very  low 

Low 

Medixun 

High 

Very 

high 

4. 

Very  low 

Low 

Mediiim 

High 

Very 

high 

5. 

Very  low 

Low 

Medium 

to 

High 

Very 

high 

high 

6. 

Very  low 

Low 

Medium 

High 

Very 

high 

7. 

Very  high 

Medium 

to 

Low 

Low 

Very 

low 

high 

8. 

Very  high 

Medium 

to 

Low 

Low 

Very 

low 

high 

9. 

Very  high 

High 

Medium 

to 

Low  to 

Very 

low 

high 

Medium 

(Miracle, 

1965,  p. 

20) 
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Individual  products  are  subjectively  assigned  values  for 
each  of  the  nine  characteristics.  Depending  on  the  value 
assigned  to  the  product's  characteristics,  the  good  is 
placed  in  one  of  five  categories,  ranging  from  one  extreme 
to  the  other.  Miracle  provided  the  following  examples  as 
products  belonging  to  each  group. 

Group  I:  Examples  are  cigarettes,  candy  bars,  razor 

blades,  soft  drinks. 

Group  II;  Examples  are  dry  groceries,  proprietary 
pharmaceuticals,  small  hardware  items, 
industrial  operating  supplies. 

Group  III:  Examples  are  radio  and  television  sets, 

major  household  appliances,  women's  suits, 
tires  and  inner  tubes,  major  sporting  and 
athletic  equipment. 

Group  IV;  Examples  are  high  quality  cameras,  heavy 

farm  machinery,  passenger  automobiles,  high 
quality  household  furniture. 

Group  V:  Examples  are  electronic  office  equipment, 

electric  generators,  steam  turbines, 
specialized  machine  tools. 

Miracle  acknowledged  that  it  is  an  artificiality  to 
classify  products  by  groups,  that  it  would  be  more  accurate 
to  place  products  on  a  continuum  ranging  from  one  extreme  to 
another.  It  should  also  be  noted  that  a  product  may  not 
always  remain  in  the  same  category.  For  example,  a  product 
may  initially  fall  into  a  certain  category,  then,  as 
consumers  accept  the  product,  time  and  effort  spent  in 
purchasing  the  product  is  reduced,  or  as  other 
characteristics  change,  the  product  may  move  into  another 


24 


category.  If  a  manager  takes  note  of  this  process,  an 
effort  can  be  made  to  differentiate  or  modify  a 
characteristic  to  move  the  product  back  to  its  original 
category,  or  another,  if  so  desired.  (Miracle,  1965,  p.  21) 
Miracle's  classification  scheme  can  be  used  to  predict 
the  nature  of  the  marketing  mix  that  would  be  suitable  for  a 
given  product.  As  an  example  of  how  the  classification 
scheme  can  be  used.  Miracle  provides  that  the  marketing  mix 
for  a  product  in  group  I  should  be  substantially  as  follows: 

1.  Relatively  little  effort  and  money  spent  on 
product  development.  Since  a  standard  variety 
of  the  product  is  suitable  for  a  broad  group  of 
customers,  there  is  relatively  less  need  for 
frequent  change  than  for  products  in  other 
groups . 

2.  Considerable  effort  spent  in  achieving  intensive 
distribution.  Products  must  be  available 
quickly  and  conveniently. 

3.  Heavy  consumer  advertising— little  or  no 
personal  selling.  Consumers  typically  are  pre-* 
sold  by  advertising. 

4.  Relatively  little  effort  and  time  spent  on 
pricing.  Firms  have  little  control  over  price; 
variations  in  price  are  relatively  infrequent; 
prices  are  not  negotiated  between  seller  and 
cons\imer.  (Miracle,  1965,  p.  23) 

In  contrast  to  the  above,  products  in  group  V  are  usually: 

1.  Custom  built. 

2.  Sold  directly  from  the  manufacturer  to  user. 

3.  Sold  primarily  by  salesmen,  rather  than 
advertising. 


25 


4.  Sold  on  the  basis  of  an  individually  negotiated 
price.  (Miracle,  1965,  p.  24) 

Miracle's  product  classification  scheme  demonstrates  how 
a  taxonomy  can  provide  strategic  guidance  and  predict 
successful  policy  decisions.  The  lessons  from  marketing, 
which  can  be  extrapolated  to  the  contracting  field,  suggest 
that  a  taxonomy  of  goods  could  serve  to  advance  many  aspects 
of  contracting. 

6.  TAXONOMY  OF  GOODS  PROCURED  BY  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERMMEET 

The  taxonomical  model  developed  by  Brian  Wenger  in  1990 
has  its  roots  in  the  field  of  marketing.  Wenger's  taxonomy 
of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government  is  based  on  the 
classification  scheme  developed  by  Gordon  Miracle,  described 
above.  The  conceptual  basis  for  the  classification  scheme 
was  to  classify  Government  goods  in  a  way  that  offers 
strategic  insight  into  the  buying  process.  The  goal  was  to 
create  a  classification  scheme  that  would  highlight  the 
various  categories  of  goods  and  their  related 
characteristics  to  allow  streamlining  and  tailoring  of 
contracting  policies,  methodology,  and  procedures.  (Wenger, 
1990,  p.  25) 
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1.  D«v«lopnent  of  tho  Modal 

To  begin  with,  Wenger  developed  a  preliminary  list 
of  22  characteristics  to  be  used  in  the  classification 
scheme.  The  characteristics  were  selected  by  combining 
those  used  by  Miracle,  along  with  additional  characteristics 
discussed  in  Robert  Judson's  analysis  of  the  acquisition 
environment  (Judson,  1986,  p.  15).  The  22  preliminary 
characteristics  are  listed  in  Table  2-3.  The 
characteristics  were  then  refined  with  the  assistance  of  an 
expert  panel  consisting  of  12  National  Contract  Management 
Association  (NCMA)  Fellows.  Based  on  input  from  the  expert 
panel,  the  list  of  22  preliminary  characteristics  was 
narrowed  to  12  characteristics  describing  Government  goods 
from  a  strategic  viewpoint.  (Lamm  and  Wenger,  1991,  p.  241) 
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TABLE  2-3 

PRELZMXIIARY  CHARACTERISTICS 


1 .  Unit  Value 

2.  Significance  of  each  individual  purchase  to 
the  Government 

3.  Time  and  effort  spent  purchasing  by  the  buyer 

4.  Rate  of  technological  change 

5 .  Technical  complexity 

6.  Need  for  service  (before,  during,  or  after 
sale) 

7.  Frequency  of  purchase 

8.  Rapidity  of  consumption 

9.  Extent  of  usage  (number  and  variety  of  users 
and  variety  of  ways  in  which  the  good  provides 
utility) 

10.  Amount  of  price  negotiation 

11.  Alternative  sources  availability 

12.  Degree  of  contractor  financing  required 

13.  Amount  of  product  homogeneity 

14.  Factors  considered  by  the  buyer  (price, 
quality,  availability,  and  technology) 

15.  What  determines  price 

16.  Amount  of  choice  available  to  the  buyer 

17.  Stability  of  requirements 

18.  Amount  of  short-range  versus  long-range 

planning  involved 

19.  Usage  -  planned  and  useful  consiunption  or 
acquired  as  "insurance"  (e.g.,  major  weapon 
systems) 

20.  Extent  to  which  goods  are  customized 

21.  Extent  to  which  buyer  exercises  judgment  in 
meeting  needs  of  requiring  activity 

22.  Nature  of  demand  for  the  good 

_ (Wenger,  1990,  p.  27) _ _ _ 


The  characteristics  were  then  defined  and  scaled 
from  one  to  five  to  allow  comparisons  between  a  particular 
good  and  the  characteristics.  (Lamm  and  Wenger,  1991,  p. 
241)  The  final  12  characteristics,  along  with  their 
definitions  and  scaling  are  provided  below. 
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1.  Chang*  describes  the  good's  rate  of 
technological  transformation.  With  some  goods, 
their  rate  of  technological  change  is  very  low. 
Their  design  is  fixed  and  rarely,  if  ever, 
changes.  Contrast  this  with  those  goods  that 
are  affected  by  state-of-the  art  technology  and 
are  characterized  by  a  high  rate  of 
technological  obsolescence. 

SCALE: 

1  Very  low  rate  of  technological  change 

2  Low  rate  of  technological  change 

3  Medium  amount  of  technological  change 

4  High  rate  of  technological  change 

5  Very  high  rate  of  technological  change 

2.  Complexity  describes  the  good's  technical 
intricacies.  The  degree  of  a  good's  technical 
complexity  may  be  thought  of  in  terms  of  the 
skill  and  expertise  needed  to  produce  the  good. 
Another  way  to  determine  complexity  is  whether 
the  good  is  a  system,  sub-'assembly,  component, 
piece  part,  or  raw  material.  For  scoring 
purposes,  i  indicates  little  or  no  technological 
complexity  with  5  being  very  high  complexity. 
SCALE: 

1  Very  low  technical  complexity 

2  Low  technical  complexity 

3  Medium  technical  complexity 

4  High  technical  complexity 

5  Very  high  technical  complexity 

3.  Customisation  is  the  degree  to  which  the  good  is 
manufactured  to  the  buyer's  specifications. 

Some  goods,  those  that  are  strictly  commercial, 
have  no  amount  of  customization  while  others  are 
produced  exclusively  for  a  buyer,  e.g.  the 
Government.  Goods  that  are  not  customized 
should  be  scored  l  with  those  developed 
exclusively  for  the  Government  scored  5. 

SCALE: 

1  No  amount  of  customization 

2  Low  degree  of  customization 

3  Medium  amount  of  customization 

4  High  amount  of  customization 

5  Made  exclusively  for  the  Government 
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4.  Maintainability  refers  to  the  amount  of 
maintenance  considerations  associated  with  the 
good.  In  other  words,  how  frequently,  if  at 
all,  is  maintenance  required  on  the  good.  Some 
goods  are  virtually  maintenance-free  while 
others  require  a  great  deal  of  maintenance 
throughout  their  lives. 

SCALE: 

1  No  maintenance  required 

2  Low  maintenance  requirements 

3  Medium  maintenance  requirements 

4  High  maintenance  requirements 

5  Very  high  maintenance  requirements 

5.  Homogeneity  represents  the  number  of  other  goods 
that  are  similar  and  are  ready  substitutes  for 
the  good  under  consideration.  Typically,  the 
more  common  the  use  of  the  good,  the  greater  the 
amount  of  homogeneity.  Highly  homogeneous  goods 
should  be  scored  1  and  those  with  little  or  none 
scored  5. 

SCALE: 

1  Very  high  homogeneity 

2  High  homogeneity 

3  Mediiun  homogeneity 

4  Low  homogeneity 

5  No  homogeneity 

6.  Consumption  refers  to  how  rapidly  the  good  is 
used  by  the  buyer.  Some  goods  are  consumed  on  a 
continuing  basis  and  require  constant 
replenishment.  Others  are  of  a  more  permanent 
nature  resulting  in  much  less  frequent  buying. 
Rapidly  consumed  goods  should  be  scored  1  and  5 
used  for  goods  that  are  rarely  consumed  or 
replaced. 

SCALE: 

1  Very  rapidly  consumed  good,  constant 
replenishment 

2  Rapidly  consumed  good,  constant  replenishment 

3  Moderate  consumption  and  replenishment 

4  Low  rate  of  consumption  and  replenishment 

5  Very  low  rate  of  consumption  and 
replenishment 
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7.  Unit  cost  is  the  good's  cost  to  the  buyer. 
Generally  speaking,  as  a  good  becomes  more 
unique  to  the  buyer's  requirement,  the  unit 
value  is  increasing.  To  score,  use  1  for  low 
unit  cost  and  5  for  very  high. 

SCALE: 

1  Very  low  unit  cost 

2  Low  unit  cost 

3  Medium  unit  cost 

4  High  unit  cost 

5  Very  high  unit  cost 

8.  Documentation  is  another  characteristic  external 
to  the  good  yet  many  times  a  necessary  part  of 
it.  Frequently  the  Government  requires 
substantiating  documentation  in  the  form  of 
drawings,  technical  manuals,  and  certifications 
for  some  types  of  goods  while  for  others  little 
at  all  is  required.  When  scoring,  a  1  would 
indicate  a  good  purchased  with  no  accompanying 
documentation  while  5  is  for  goods  accompanied 
by  drawings,  technical  manuals,  etc. 

SCALE: 

1  No  associated  documentation 

2  Low  amount  of  documentation 

3  Medium  amount  of  documentation 

4  Great  deal  of  documentation 

5  Very  high  amount  of  documentation 

9.  Item  attention  given  by  the  buyer  refers  to 
single-item  versus  volume  or  mass  buying.  When 
a  buyer  deals  with  small  dollar-value  items  like 
common  bolts  and  rivets,  the  focus  is  on  a  mass 
quantity  of  these  types  of  goods.  Contrast  this 
with  the  acquisition  of  a  F-14  aircraft  where 
the  buyer's  attention  is  focused  on  a  single 
item. 

SCALE: 

1  Complete  vol\ime-type  attention 

2  Mostly  volume-type  attention 

3  Good  that  could  be  either  volume  or  single 
item 

4  Good  that  is  usually  single-item  attention 

5  Good  that  is  always  single-item  attention 
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10.  Soiu:o«s  of  supply  refers  to  the  niimber  of 
available  sources  that  provide  the  same  basic 
type  of  good.  Some  types  of  goods  have 
associated  with  them  a  great  number  of  alternate 
sources  while  others  of  a  more  specialized 
nature  are  more  restrictive. 

SCALE: 

1  Virtually  unlimited  number  of  suppliers 

2  High  nvimber  of  suppliers 

3  Adequate  nximber  of  suppliers 

4  One  or  two  sources 

5  No  sources  exist 

11.  Criticality  refers  to  the  buying  urgency 
associated  with  the  good  or  the  necessity  of 
having  the  good  available  for  the  buyer  to 
purchase.  This  characteristic  of  a  good  can  be 
quite  dynamic,  but  some  goods,  by  their  nature, 
may  rarely  be  characterized  as  critical  to  the 
buyer . 

SCALE: 

1  Never  characterized  as  a  critical  item 

2  Rarely  a  critical  item 

3  Sometimes  approached  as  critical 

4  Usually  characterized  as  critical 

5  Always  purchased  under  critical  situations 

12.  Stability  refers  to  the  nature  of  the 
requirement.  With  some  goods  their  demand  is 
constant  and  seldom  varies.  On  the  other  hand, 
demand  for  certain  types  of  goods  is  much  more 
volatile  and  uncertain  depending  on  the  need  for 
the  good  and  perhaps  the  technology  that  is 
available. 

SCALE: 

1  Good  that  is  extremely  stable 

2  High  degree  of  stability 

3  Moderate  amount  of  stability 

4  Low  amount  of  stability 

5  Highly  unstable  good 
(Wenger,  1990,  pp.  112-115) 

A  survey  of  139  NCMA  Fellows  was  then  conducted  to 

assess  the  relationship  between  the  12  characteristics  and 

21  sample  goods.  The  goods  within  the  sample  ranged  from 
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very  simple  to  very  complex.  The  21  goods  are  listed  in 
Table  2-4. 

The  survey  responses  were  then  analyzed  using 
cluster  analysis,  and  the  21  goods  were  divided  into  five 
discrete  clusters  of  relatively  similar  objects  within  the 
clusters.  In  performing  the  cluster  analysis,  it  became 
evident  that  six  of  the  12  characteristics  could  be 
eliminated. 

Along  with  an  examination  of  the  range  of  mean  values 
for  each  of  the  12  attributes,  cluster  analysis 
signalled  the  possible  elimination  of  six  attributes. 
While  those  attributes  eliminated  could  describe  the 
goods,  their  relative  consistency  across  the  various 
groups  added  little  to  the  distinction  between  the 
goods.  Because  their  consideration  did  not  essentially 
add  to  the  differentiation  between  clusters,  retaining 
them  merely  caused  a  burden  to  the  classification 
scoring  process.  (Lamm  and  Wenger,  1991,  p.  244) 

For  a  more  detailed  discussion  of  cluster  analysis,  see 

Wenger,  1990.  The  six  characteristics  that  were  retained 

are  listed  in  Table  2-5. 

In  an  effort  to  place  goods  along  a  continuum  from 
simple  to  complex,  a  grid  was  developed  to  reflect  the 
placement  of  a  good  within  a  category.  A  was  used  to 
symbolize  a  score  that  fell  near  the  upper  end  of  a 
category,  a  "0"  near  the  middle,  and  a  near  the  lower 

end.  (Lamm  and  Wenger,  1991,  p.  246)  Wenger's  taxonomy 
resulted  in  five  categories  of  goods  reflecting  relatively 
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categories  were  labeled  simple,  basic,  moderate,  advanced. 


and  complex.  (Wenger,  1990,  p.  87) 
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2.  Validation  of  the  Modal 

A  subsequent  study  was  conducted  by  Jack  Prendergast 
in  1991  (Prendergast,  1991)  to  validate  the  Wenger 
taxonomical  model.  The  basic  concept  was  to  apply  the  model 
to  a  buying  organization  within  the  Department  of  Defense 
(DoD)  as  recommended  by  Wenger.  This  study  differed  from 
the  original  in  that  the  raw  data  to  be  used  in  the 
classification  were  collected  from  buyers  of  the  goods 
rather  than  NCMA  Fellows.  The  organizations  chosen  for  data 
collection  were  the  Navy  Aviation  Supply  Office  (ASO)  in 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  and  the  Defense  General  Supply 
Center  (DGSC)  in  Richmond,  Virginia.  These  activities  were 
selected  because  they  have  a  large  population  of  buyers  and 
procure  a  diverse  group  of  goods.  (Prendergast,  1991,  p.  33) 
In  selecting  the  items  to  be  classified,  Prendergast 
used  the  following  guidelines: 

1.  The  item  would  need  to  be  fairly  recognizable. 

Since  the  sole  identifier  for  the  respondent  was 
nomenclature,  the  aim  was  to  select  items  that 
would  have  name  recognition  for  even  the  most 
casual  observer. 

2.  The  items  chosen  would  be  of  an  equipment  nature 
vice  a  piece  part  nature.  Again  due  to  the  use 
of  nomenclature  to  identify  the  item  to  the 
buyers,  it  was  felt  that  an  item  on  the 
equipment  level  would  be  less  likely  to  generate 
confusion.  For  instance,  a  propeller  for  the  P- 
3  Orion  aircraft  would  be  more  recognizable  than 
a  capacitor,  which  would  come  in  a  wide  variety 
of  sizes,  shapes  and  capacities. 
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3.  The  Items  to  be  surveyed  would  be  a  part  of  a 
homogeneous  grouping,  based  on  the  organization 
of  the  activity  selected. 

4.  The  descriptions  of  the  items  to  be  classified 
were  to  be  purposely  generic  to  avoid  creating 
an  a  priori  bias  in  the  way  that  the  survey  was 
presented.  (Prendergast,  1991,  p.  37) 

It  should  be  noted  that  what  constituted  a 
homogeneous  grouping  was  unique  to  each  activity.  For 
example,  ASO  assigned  buying  responsibilities  by  end  item 
application,  while  DGSC  assigned  workload  by  commodity.  The 
items  selected  for  classification  at  ASO  were  from  the  P-3 
Orion  anti-submarine  warfare  patrol  aircraft.  These  goods 
are  listed  in  Table  2-6.  Two  distinct  homogeneous  groups  of 
goods  were  classified  at  DGSC  in  order  to  increase  the 
number  of  items  used  to  validate  the  model.  The  goods 
classified  at  DGSC,  from  the  Food  Service  Equipment  group 
and  the  Ship  and  Marine  Equipment  group,  are  listed  in  Table 
2-7  and  Table  2-8  respectively. 

Prendergast  applied  the  model  using  the  same  12 
characteristics  as  used  by  Wenger.  Next,  the  model  was 
streamlined  through  the  removal  of  noncontributing 
characteristics,  as  indicated  by  cluster  analysis.  The 
streamlining  process  resulted  in  retention  of  the  same  six 
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TABLE  2-6 
ABO  SURVEY  ITEMS 


1.  Sonar  Data  Control 

2.  Fairing,  Tailpipe 

3 .  Flap  Assembly 

4.  Entry  Ladder  Tread 

5 .  Aileron 

6.  Lavatory  Mirror  Frame 

7.  Accelerometer,  Mechanical 

8.  Computer,  True  Airspeed 

9 .  Radio  Beacon 

10.  Wing  Tip  Red  Light  Lens 

11.  Seat,  Toilet,  Plastic 

12.  Oven  Assembly,  P-3  Galley 

13.  Door  Assembly,  Right  Hand,  Bomb  Bay 

14.  P-3  Galley  Refrigerator 

15.  Propeller,  Aircraft,  Variable  Pitch 

16.  Radome  Boom  Assembly,  MAD 

17.  Feather  Override  Button 

18.  Wheel  Assembly,  Nose  Landing  Gear 

_ (Prendergast,  1991,  p.  39) _ 


TABLE  2-7 

DGSC  FOOD  SERVICE  EQUIPMENT  SURVEY  ITEMS 


1.  Bread  Slicing  Machine 

2.  Fork,  Field  Mess 

3 .  Dishwashing  Machine 

4.  Ice  Maker,  Flake 

5.  Dispenser,  Bulk  Milk 

6.  Oven,  Microwave,  Electric 

7.  Kettle,  Steam  Jacketed,  Electric,  60  Gal. 

8.  Ice  Cream  and  Shake  Maker-Soft  Serve/Refrigerated 

9.  Meat  Slicer,  Electric 

10.  Stove,  Gasoline  Burner 

11.  Filter,  Coffee  Urn 

12.  Saw,  Band,  Meat  Cutting 

13.  Steam  Table 

14.  Refrigerator,  Pre-Fabricated  (Walk-in) 

15.  Rack,  Dishwashing 

16.  Waffle  Iron,  Electric 

17.  Vegetable  Peeler,  Electric 

18.  Coffee  Maker /Percolator 

_ (Prendergast,  1991,  p.  40) _  _ 
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TABLB  2-8 

DGSC  SHIP  AMD  MMtlNB  EQUIPMENT  SDRVBY  ITEMS 


1.  Chair,  Straight 

2 .  Buoy  Flag 

3.  Container,  Trash 

4.  Ratguard,  Ship 

5 .  Tiedown  Assembly 

6.  Anchor,  Fluked,  750  Lbs. 

7.  Landing  Ship  Bow  Ramp 

8.  Console,  Ship  Control 

9 .  Propeller 

10.  Rudder 

11.  Seat,  Toilet,  Plastic 

12.  Door,  Watertight 

13.  Anchor,  Mushroom,  4000  Lbs. 

14.  Buoy,  Navigational 

15.  Marker,  Nun 

16 .  Stanchion  Assembly 

17 .  Hatch  Restraint 

18 .  Cathodic  Rod 

19.  Desk,  Flat  Top 

_ (Prendergast,  1991,  p.  41) 


characteristics  retained  by  Wenger,  confirming  the  choice  of 
attributes  to  be  removed.  (Prendergast,  1991,  p.  76) 

However,  as  was  noted: 

These  characteristics  are  not  absolute.  Their  validity 
has  been  shown  once  by  Wenger,  and  then  confirmed  by  the 
researcher.  Future  taxonomists  should  likewise  continue 
to  confirm  that  these  attributes  provide  the  best  tools 
for  classifying  goods.  (Prendergast,  1991,  p.  91) 

The  validation  study  showed  that  goods  procured  by 
the  Federal  Government  can  be  classified  according  to  their 
inherent  characteristics.  The  present  study  will  examine 
potential  applications  and  benefits  of  the  Wenger 
taxonomical  model. 
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H.  CHAPTER  SUMMARY 


This  chapter  has  introduced  the  basic  principles  of 
classification,  considered  some  existing  classification 
schemes,  and  presented  the  events  leading  to  the  present 
study.  The  primary  purpose  of  this  chapter  was  to  introduce 
the  taxonomy  developed  by  Wenger  in  1990,  for  which 
potential  applications  and  benefits  will  be  examined.  The 
next  chapter  will  analyze  the  general  usefulness  of 
taxonomies  and  consider  their  role  in  the  field  of 
contracting. 
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III.  TAXOMQMICAL  APPLZCXTZOH8 


A.  ZMTROOUCTZON 

Before  considering  specific  applications  of  the  taxonomy 
of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government,  the  theory 
behind  classification,  as  well  as  some  generic  applications 
or  uses  of  taxonomies,  will  be  presented.  Classification  is 
rarely  viewed  as  an  end  in  and  of  itself.  Classification 
systems  are  generally  viewed  as  a  means  to  improve  the 
ability  to  interpret,  predict,  or  control  some  facet  of 
performance.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  p.  44) 

B.  OBJECTZVE8  OF  CLA88ZFZCATZ0H 

There  are  several  basic  objectives  of  classification  in 
any  discipline.  The  primary  objective  of  classification  is 
to  describe  the  structure  and  relationships  of  constituent 
objects  with  regard  to  each  other  and  similar  objects. 
Classification  simplifies  these  relationships  in  such  a  way 
that  general  statements  can  be  made  about  classes  of 
objects.  In  addition  to  simplifying  relationships  among 
objects,  classification  identifies  boundaries  between 
objects  through  differentiation.  It  is  easy  to  observe 
structure  when  it  is  obvious  and  discontinuous.  For 
example,  horseshoe  crabs  are  a  unique  species  very  different 
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from  their  nearest  relatives.  Classification  is  most  useful 
when  the  structure  is  less  obvious.  (Sokal,  1974,  p.  1116) 

In  describing  relationships  among  objects, 
classifications  should  generate  hypotheses.  As  stated  by 
Robert  Sokal: 

In  fact  the  principal  scientific  justification  for 
establishing  classifications  is  that  they  are  heuristic 
(in  the  traditional  meaning  of  this  term  as  "stimulating 
interest  as  a  means  of  furthering  investigation")  and 
that  they  lead  to  the  stating  of  a  hypothesis  which  can 
then  be  tested.  A  classification  raises  the  question  of 
how  the  perceived  order  has  arisen,  and  in  a  system  in 
which  forces  and  relationships  are  transitory  one  may 
conjecture  about  the  maintenance  of  the  structure. 

(Sokal,  1974,  p.  1117) 

Another  objective  of  classification  is  to  achieve 

economy  of  memory  and  facilitate  communication.  In 

explaining  how  classiflcatory  systems  achieve  economy  of 

memory,  Fleishman  and  Quaintance  provide  that: 

The  world  is  full  of  single  cases:  single  entities  of 
animal  or  plant  species,  single  case  histories  of 
disease,  single  books  or  rocks.  By  grouping  numerous 
individual  objects  into  a  taxon,  the  description  of  the 
taxon  subsiimes  the  individual  descriptions  of  the 
objects  contained  within  it.  By  saying  that  someone 
speedcs  Spanish,  we  imply  that  the  individual's 
linguistic  inventory  resembles  that  of  millions  of  other 
people  in  the  taxon  Spanish-speaklng  people,  and  we  save 
oiurselves  a  whole  catalog  of  statements  about  the 
particular  work  lists  and  sentence  structures  familiar 
to  the  individual.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  p. 

24) 

Without  a  clearer  definition  of  boundaries,  one  cannot  be 
certain  whether  local  dialects  are  included.  However, 
without  the  ability  to  summarize  information  and  attach  a 
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label  to  it,  communication  would  be  impossible.  (Fleishman 
and  Quaintance,  1984,  p.  24) 

Another  objective  of  classification  is  ease  of 
manipulation  of  information.  Classification  achieves  ease 
of  manipulation  because  the  system  consists  of  taxa  that  can 
be  easily  named  and  related  to  each  other.  If  relationships 
are  complex,  labeling  or  handling  of  the  taxa  will  not  be 
easy.  Therefore,  ease  of  information  retrieval  is  another 
objective  of  classification.  (Sokal,  1974,  p.  1116) 

C.  USEFULNESS  OF  TAXONOMICAL  APPLICATIONS 

In  generic  terms,  the  application  of  a  taxonomy  to  a  set 
of  facts  or  objects  results  in  adding  more  information  to 
those  facts  or  objects  by  revealing  patterns,  enabling 
predictions,  and  guiding  various  decisions.  (Fleishman, 

1982,  p.  825)  Classification  can  uncover  important 
differences  that  may  not  otherwise  be  evident,  or  expose 
weaknesses  in  an  existing  knowledge  base  that  require 
further  investigation. 

In  describing  the  usefulness  of  a  human  performance 
taxonomy,  Fleishman  and  Quaintance  suggest  that  the  taxonomy 
has  important  practical  and  scientific  implications  in  a 
variety  of  fields.  They  further  provide  that  a  number  of 
ostensibly  disparate  problems  can  be  drawn  together  and 
viewed  in  a  new  light  by  the  application  of  a  taxonomy. 
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They  divide  taxonomical  uses  into  scientific-theoretical  and 
applied-practical.  The  scientific-theoretical  applications 
can  be  thought  of  as  generic  uses.  That  is,  they  can  be 
useful  in  any  discipline.  Among  the  most  important  areas  of 
usefulness  are  the  following: 

1.  Conducting  literature  reviews. 

2.  Establishing  better  bases  for  conducting  and 
reporting  research  studies  to  facilitate  their 
comparison. 

3.  Standardizing  methods  of  study. 

4.  Generalizing  research  to  new  tasks. 

5.  Exposing  gaps  in  knowledge. 

6.  Assisting  in  theory  development. 

(Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  pp.  5-6) 

A  researcher's  first  encounter  with  classification  tedces 

place  when  conducting  literature  reviews  to  locate 

literature  relevant  to  the  research  problem  at  hand.  An 

element  of  the  difficulty  may  be  in  matching  descriptors  in 

literature  with  the  individual's  own  particular  terminology. 

After  completing  the  research,  the  same  problems  of 

semantics  and  measurement  will  be  confronted  in  relating  the 

results  back  to  a  body  of  knowledge.  As  mentioned  earlier, 

a  taxonomy  eases  the  information  retrieval  process. 

(Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  p.  5) 

Another  area  of  usefulness  is  in  establishing  better 

bases  for  conducting  and  reporting  research  studies  to 
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facilitate  their  comparison.  A  taxonomy  is  useful  in 
disclosing  the  reasons  why  studies  can  or  cannot  be 
compared.  Although  a  system  may  not  be  perfect,  it  will  at 
least  provide  some  guidelines  for  improving  the  conduct  and 
reporting  of  research.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  pp. 
5-6) 

A  taxonomy  is  also  useful  in  standardizing  methods  of 
study.  A  frequent  problem  in  the  experimental  study  of  a 
discipline  is  the  lack  of  standards  and  measures  that  make 
it  possible  to  compare  results  of  various  research  efforts. 

A  taxonomy  serves  as  the  tool  for  standardizing,  defining, 
and  organizing  the  study.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984, 

p.  6) 

Generalizing  research  to  new  tasks  or  situations  is 
another  area  of  usefulness  for  a  taxonomy.  A  taxonomy 
assists  in  extrapolating  previous  research  results  to  new 
areas  of  application.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  p.  6) 
It  essentially  allows  generalization  of  the  knowledge  of  the 
effect  of  some  training,  environmental,  or  procedural 
condition  from  one  set  of  circumstances  to  another, 
depending  on  the  similarity  or  differences  of  the 
circumstances.  (Fleishman,  1982,  p.  821) 

A  taxonomy  can  also  expose  gaps  in  the  body  of  knowledge 
of  a  discipline.  By  delineating  categories  of  a  field,  a 
taxonomy  reveals  where  extensive  research  has  been  done,  and 
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conversely,  where  it  has  not  been  done.  (Fleishman  and 
Quaintance,  1984,  p.  6) 

Finally,  a  taxonomy  assists  in  theory  development.  The 
success  of  a  theory  depends  on  how  well  the  theory  can 
organize  the  observational  data.  An  adequate  taxonomy  seems 
to  be  a  prerequisite  to  the  establishment  of  quantitative 
relationships.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  p.  6) 

A  taxonomic  system  is  essential  for  improving  the 
ability  to  integrate  existing  knowledge  in  an  efficient  and 
effective  manner  and  to  generalize  previously  identified 
patterns  to  new  settings  and  applications.  (Pearlman,  1980, 
p.  1)  Essentially,  classification  is  a  tool  that  provides 
guidance  for  appropriate  procedures,  methods,  or  rules. 
Classification  enables  sound  predictions  and  allows 
comparison  for  evaluation  and  insight.  Classification 
provides  valuable  support  in  the  decision  making  process. 

D.  THE  ROLE  OF  TAXONOMIES  IN  COMTRACTIMO 
1.  General  Role 

Taxonomies  can  achieve  the  same  basic  objectives  in 
contracting  as  suggested  above.  The  taxonomy  of  goods 
procured  by  the  Federal  Government  could  serve  the  overall 
role  of  advancing  procurement  research,  which  would  in  turn 
Improve  the  procurement  system. 
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since  the  Wenger  taxonomy  is  based  on  the 
characteristics  of  goods  deemed  important  in  the  buying 
process,  it  would  provide  insight  into  the  structure  and 
relationships  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government 
from  the  perspective  of  the  buying  process.  The  taxonomy 
would  enhance  observation  and  clarify  relationships  among 
the  goods.  From  this,  general  statements  could  be  made 
about  individual  categories  of  goods  which  could  help  guide 
decisions  in  the  procurement  process.  The  differences 
identified  between  the  goods  in  different  categories,  as 
well  as  the  similarities  between  goods  within  each  category, 
would  provide  valuable  insight  for  decision  making.  And  as 
suggested  earlier,  this  process  may  be  most  useful  when 
considering  goods  with  less  discernable  differences  than 
those  between  a  five  cent  pencil  and  a  billion  dollar  ship. 

By  describing  relationships  among  goods,  the 
taxonomy  would  result  in  hypotheses  about  the  relationships. 
In  turn,  these  hypotheses  could  be  tested,  providing 
explanations  for  the  relationships  and  expanding  the 
knowledge  base. 

The  taxonomy  of  goods  would  also  achieve  economy  of 
memory.  This  is  not  to  suggest  that  buyers  have  a  need  to 
memorize  the  characteristics  of  goods  in  each  category,  but 
rather,  a  taxonomy  would  facilitate  communication  because  it 
enhances  the  understanding  of  the  goods  and  streamlines  the 
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coninunication  process.  Each  specific  characteristic  of  a 
buy  need  not  be  spelled  out  entirely,  the  category  label 
could  summarize  information  instead. 

A  taxonomy  of  goods  would  also  facilitate  ease  of 
manipulation  and  retrieval  of  information  in  contracting. 
This  holds  true  from  both  a  theoretical  research  standpoint 
and  a  practical  application  standpoint.  By  classifying  and 
labeling  categories  of  goods,  the  taxonomy  provides  a 
framework  for  manipulation  and  retrieval  of  contracting 
information.  From  the  practical  application  perspective, 
this  provides  an  efficient  means  for  operationalizing  the 
guidelines  developed  from  the  taxonomy.  From  the 
perspective  of  procurement  research,  it  facilitates 
organized  and  systematic  study. 

Finally,  the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the 
Federal  Government  would  achieve  scientific-theoretical 
usefulness.  In  much  the  same  manner  described  in  the 
previous  section,  the  taxonomy  would  serve  procurement 
research  by  enhancing  literature  reviews,  establishing  a 
better  base  for  conducting  and  reporting  research  studies  to 
facilitate  their  comparison,  standardizing  methods  of  study, 
generalizing  research  results  to  new  areas,  exposing  gaps  in 
knowledge,  and  assisting  in  theory  development.  All  of 
these  would  expand  the  body  of  knowledge  in  contracting. 
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2.  Specific  Applications  in  Contracting 


Based  on  the  discussion  presented  thus  far, 


potential  areas  for  application  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods 
procured  by  the  Federal  Government  can  be  dravm.  Potential 


areas 

could 

Where  application  of  the  Wenger  taxonomical 

be  useful  are  listed  in  Table  3-1. 

TABLE  3-1 

POTEMTIAL  APPLICATIONS  OF  THE  TAXONOMY 

model 

1. 

Market  Research 

2. 

Policy  Guidance 

3. 

Training/Education 

4. 

Staffing 

5. 

Procurement  Reviews 

6. 

Budgeting 

7. 

Legislative  Development 

8. 

Regu 1 a t i ons / Procedures 

9. 

Contract  Type  Selection 

Contracting  Method 

10. 

11. 

Change  Control 

12. 

Break-out  Decisions 

13. 

Unsolicited  Proposal  Procedures 

Industrial  Base  Decisions 

14. 

15. 

Profit  Guidelines 

16. 

Source  Selection  Procedures 

17. 

Administrative  Procedures 

18. 

Clause  Selection 

19. 

Specification  Selection 

20. 

Configuration  Control 

21. 

Independent  Research  and  Development  (IR&D) 

Policy 

22. 

Acquisition  Strategy 

23. 

Workload  Management 

Source:  Researcher's  Analysis 

As  explained  earlier,  a  detailed  analysis  and 
explanation  of  taxonomical  applications  will  be  limited  to 
market  research,  procurement  regulation,  and 


training/education.  These  applications  will  be  presented  in 
Chapters  IV,  V,  and  VI,  respectively.  For  representation 
purposes  however,  several  of  the  other  most  promising 
applications  listed  in  Table  3-1  are  synopsized  below.  The 
brief  explanations  provide  an  illustration  of  the  potential 
benefits  to  be  gained  from  implementation  of  the  taxonomy, 
a .  Staffing 

As  suggested  by  Wenger,  staffing  levels  for 
Government  procurement  offices  could  be  determined  by  the 
type  of  goods  bought  by  the  office.  In  cases  where  an 
office  buys  a  cross-section  of  goods,  the  office  could  be 
internally  organized  so  that  individual  buyers  are 
responsible  for  goods  that  exhibit  the  same  characteristics. 
(Wenger,  1990,  p.  19)  But  beyond  staffing  levels,  several 
other  aspects  of  the  staffing  process  could  be  linked  to  the 
characteristics  of  the  goods  procured  by  an  office. 

The  taxonomy  could  be  used  to  link  the  necessary 
job  qualifications  and  capacities  measured  in  the  selection 
process  with  the  category  of  goods  procured  by  the  office. 
(Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  p.  8)  The  seniority  or 
skill  levels  required  in  various  positions  within  the  office 
could  be  linked  in  much  the  same  manner.  The  type  of 
positions  required  in  an  organization  could  also  be  linked 
to  the  category  of  goods  procured. 
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For  example,  an  office  procuring  a  category  of 
goods  characterized  by  a  medium  degree  of  homogeneity  but 
few  sources  of  supply  may  require  market  research  skills  in 
new  employees.  Or  in  the  case  where  an  office  buys  goods 
usually  purchased  under  critical  circumstances,  contracting 
officers  may  need  to  be  at  a  certain  minimum  level,  having 
the  experience  to  make  on-the-spot  decisions  and  the 
seniority  to  challenge  the  requiring  office  when  the  need 
arises.  And  finally,  an  office  buying  a  category  of  goods 
with  the  characteristic  of  a  large  number  of  suppliers  may 
not  need  the  specialized  position  of  a  cost  analyst  since 
contract  awards  would  tend  to  be  based  on  price  competition. 

The  benefit  of  application  of  the  taxonomy  in 
this  area  is  the  ability  to  tailor  staffing  aspects  to  the 
needs  of  the  buying  office,  perhaps  saving  money  and 
streamlining  the  procurement  process. 

b.  Procurement  Manegement  Review 

A  taxonomy  of  goods  could  help  guide  decisions 
regarding  several  aspects  of  the  procurement  management 
review  (PMR)  process.  If  all  goods  were  classified, 
observations  of  the  taxonomy  may  suggest  that  offices 
procuring  certain  categories  of  goods  should  be  reviewed 
more  or  less  often  than  others.  For  example,  an  office  that 
procures  goods  in  the  simple  category  may  rec[uire  less 
frequent  review  than  an  office  procuring  goods  in  the 
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complex  category.  Perhaps  the  goods  in  the  simple  category 
would  be  characterized  as  rarely  being  critical,  while  goods 
in  the  complex  category  may  have  the  characteristic  of 
always  being  purchased  under  critical  situations.  These 
circiimstances  may  indicate  a  decreased  or  increased 
likelihood  of  errors,  which  would  call  for  less  or  more 
frequent  PMRs  for  review  and  training  purposes. 

Another  aspect  of  the  PMR  process  that  may  be 
improved  by  implementation  of  the  taxonomy  is  the  content  of 
the  review.  The  taxonomy  may  reveal  that  some  aspects  of 
the  review  are  more  important  than  others,  depending  on  the 
category  of  goods  procured  by  the  office  being  reviewed. 

For  example,  the  PMR  may  be  tailored  to  emphasize  price 
analysis  techniques  for  an  office  procuring  goods 
characterized  by  a  large  nvunber  of  suppliers,  indicating  the 
existence  of  price  competition.  Or  defective  pricing 
procedures  may  be  emphasized  for  an  office  procuring  a 
category  of  goods  with  the  characteristic  of  having  one  or 
two  sources,  indicating  that  prices  are  set  by  negotiation 
rather  than  competition. 

The  taxonomy  could  also  help  shape  the  PMR  teams 
themselves.  The  qualifications  of  the  team  members,  as  well 
as  the  seniority  and  numbers  of  team  members  to  be  utilized 
for  a  particular  review,  could  be  linked  to  the 


51 


characteristics  of  the  category  of  goods  procured  by  the 
buying  office. 

Application  of  the  taxonomy  in  this  fashion 
would  provide  the  benefit  of  more  efficient  and  effective 
utilization  of  resources,  both  from  the  perspective  of  the 
PMR  team  itself,  and  more  importantly,  from  the  perspective 
of  the  organization  subject  to  the  PMR. 
c.  Acquisition  Strategy 

The  Department  of  Defense  defines  acquisition 
strategy  as  follows: 

A  business  and  technical  management  approach  designed  to 
achieve  program  objectives  within  the  resource 
constraints  imposed.  It  is  the  framework  for  planning, 
directing,  and  managing  a  program.  It  provides  a  master 
schedule  for  research,  development,  test,  production, 
fielding,  and  other  activities  essential  for  progreun 
success,  and,  is  the  basis  for  formulating  functional 
plans  and  strategies  (e.g..  Test  and  Evaluation  Master 
Plan,  Acquisition  Plan,  competition,  prototyping,  etc.). 
(Defense  Acquisition  Management  Policies  and  Procedures. 
1991,  p.  15-2) 

As  evidenced  by  this  definition,  acquisition  strategy 
encompasses  many  functional  areas  and  many  elements  within 
each  area.  Implementation  of  the  taxonomy  could  improve 
many  aspects  of  the  acquisition  strategy  development 
process.  Individual  categories  of  goods  could  be  examined 
to  see  which  elements  or  approaches  are  generally  successful 
in  those  categories.  This  information  could  guide  managers 
in  the  trade-offs  that  must  be  made  in  the  strategy 
development  process. 
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The  acquisition  strategy  must  address  the  degree 
of  concurrency,  or  overlapping  of  activities,  within  the 
program.  A  trade-off  must  be  made  between  the  benefits  and 
risks  associated  with  reducing  lead  time  through 
concurrency. 

The  most  coiomon  form  of  concurrency  is  the  production  of 
a  system  while  developmental  activities  are  still 
ongoing.  The  risk  in  such  concurrency  is  that  of 
producing  a  large  number  of  units  which  might  later 
prove  to  be  unsuitable  and  must  then  be  discarded, 
modified  to  be  useful,  or  upgraded  to  production 
configuration.  ^Defense  Acquisition  Management  Policies 
and  Procedures.  1991,  p.  5-A-4) 

Implementation  of  the  taxonomy  may  reveal  that  a 
particular  category  of  goods  has  a  very  high  degree  of 
technical  complexity,  and  therefore,  the  risk  of  concurrency 
is  too  great  when  compared  with  the  benefits  of  a  reduced 
lead  time,  and  concurrency  should  be  avoided.  Another 
category  of  goods  may  be  characterized  by  a  medium  degree  of 
technical  complexity,  calling  for  greater  use  of 
concurrency . 


Another  element  to  be  considered  in  the 
acquisition  strategy  is  the  design  approach  to  be  taken  when 
requirements  refinements  are  likely  or  when  technology 
limitations  prevent  implementation  of  a  required  capability. 
Observations  of  a  particular  category  may  Indicate  that 
goods  within  that  category  have  a  very  high  amount  of 
customization,  and  a  modular  design  approach  should  be 
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taken.  This  observation  would  predict  the  likelihood  that 
refinements  in  requirements  will  occur.  Taking  a  modular 
approach  to  design  would  allow  future  refinements  to  be  made 
and  incorporated  more  quickly  and  at  a  lower  cost 

The  taxonomy  may  reveal  that  another  category  of 
goods  is  characterized  by  a  very  high  rate  of  technological 
change.  These  circumstances  would  suggest  an  acquisition 
strategy  that  calls  for  a  preplanned  product  improvement 
approach. 

Preplanned  product  improvement  is  a  phased  approach  that 
incrementally  satisfies  operational  requirements  in 
order  to  address  the  cost,  risk,  or  relative  time 
urgency  of  different  elements  of  the  system  being 
developed.  With  this  approach,  selected  capabilities 
are  deferred  so  that  the  system  can  be  fielded  while  the 
deferred  element  is  developed  in  a  parallel  or 
subsequent  effort.  (Defense  Acquisition  Management 
P.gl Isisfi -ana  Pg«?ff^4vtgg8 .  i99i,  p.  s-a-s) 

This  approach  allows  future  technological  changes  to  be 

incorporated  in  an  efficient  manner. 

There  are  many  aspects  of  the  acquisition 

strategy  that  stand  to  benefit  from  implementation  of  the 

taxonomy.  These  brief  examples  illustrate  how  the  insights 

gained  from  the  taxonomy  could  help  guide  trade-off 

decisions.  The  benefits  of  such  a  system  are  better 

tailoring  of  the  acquisition  strategy,  with  a  higher 

probability  of  success,  and  a  streamlined  acquisition 

process . 
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B.  CHAPTER  SUMMARY 


This  chapter  has  introduced  the  basic  objectives  of 
classification,  described  the  usefulness  of  taxonomical 
applications,  and  suggested  potential  applications  of  the 
taxonomy  of  goods  in  the  field  of  Government  contracting. 
The  next  chapter  will  present  a  detailed  examination  of 
application  of  the  taxonomy  in  the  area  of  market  research. 
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IV.  APPLICATION:  MARKET  RESEARCH 


A.  INTRODUCTION 

Perhaps  one  of  the  most  beneficial  applications  of  the 
taxonomical  structure  for  classifying  goods  procured  by  the 
Federal  Government  is  in  the  area  of  market  research. 

Market  research  is  an  element  of  the  acquisition  planning 
process  which  has  been  overlooked  in  Government  procurement. 
(Sherman,  1991,  p.  120)  Market  research  is  an  area  where 
the  taxonomical  methods  used  in  the  discipline  of  marketing 
can  be  most  directly  extrapolated  to  the  contracting  field. 
This  application  of  the  taxonomy  could  help  shore  up  a 
weakness  in  Government  procurement,  particularly  in  these 
times  of  declining  budgets  and  a  shrinking  industrial  base. 

A  discussion  of  market  research  in  contracting  will  be 
presented  first,  followed  by  application  of  the  taxonomy  in 
market  research.  Finally,  the  benefits  of  the  application 
will  be  discussed. 

B.  THE  NEED  FOR  MARKET  RESEARCH 

Market  research  is  most  commonly  associated  with  the 

field  of  marketing.  In  marketing,  a  distinction  has  been 

made  between  marketing  research  and  market  research. 

Care  should  be  taken  to  distinguish  between  marketing 
research  and  market  research.  Marketing  research  (or. 
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alternatively,  scholarly  research  in  marketing)  always 
seeks  to  expand  the  total  knowledge  base  of  marketing. 

In  general,  market  research  attempts  to  solve  a 
particular  company's  marketing  problem.  (Hunt,  1983,  p. 

2) 

Marketing  research,  or  discipline  research,  refers  to 
research  on  the  body  of  knowledge  in  marketing.  It  is 
concerned  with  advancing  the  study  of  marketing.  Market 
research,  however,  can  be  thought  of  as  a  subset,  element, 
or  type  of  marketing  research.  Contrary  to  the  definition 
cited  above,  research  on  the  market  not  only  solves  a 
particular  company's  marketing  problem,  but  it  can  also 
contribute  to  the  body  of  marketing  knowledge. 

Similarly,  market  research  in  the  field  of  contracting 
can  be  viewed  from  two  perspectives.  From  a  macro  view, 
market  research  can  advance  the  body  of  knowledge  in 
contracting  and  improve  the  procurement  process  by  revealing 
trends  in  the  market  that  need  to  be  reversed,  or  practices 
that  work  better  than  others,  or  policies  that  enhance 
competition  in  general.  Research  on  the  market  will  expand 
the  total  knowledge  base  of  contracting,  and  ultimately, 
improve  the  process.  Viewed  from  a  micro  perspective, 
market  research  can  be  used  to  enhance  competition  or  gain 
an  understanding  of  production  processes  for  a  specific 
procurement . 

Market  research  in  the  field  of  marketing  is  generally 
concerned  with  research  on  the  buyers  of  goods,  or 
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customers.  It  can  be  seen  as  a  means  for  a  company  to 
better  serve  customers.  Market  research  in  contracting  is 
concerned  with  research  on  the  producers  or  suppliers  of 
goods  and  services  in  order  to  better  serve  the  customers  of 
the  procurement  process. 

Customers  of  the  Federal  procurement  process  include  tax 
payers  who  expect  proper  stewardship  of  their  tax  dollars, 
users  of  the  goods  or  equipment  whose  lives  may  depend  on 
the  quality  of  the  goods,  and  the  suppliers  of  the  goods. 
Suppliers  are  customers  of  the  Federal  procurement  process 
in  the  sense  that  their  viability  is  often  dependent  on 
actions  taken  by  the  Government.  The  Federal  Government  is 
often  the  only  buyer,  or  one  of  few  buyers,  of  the  supplies 
they  produce.  As  a  monopsony,  or  oligopsony,  the 
Government's  actions  strongly  impact  suppliers.  Combine 
these  circumstances  with  the  Federal  Government's  sovereign 
powers  to  set  procurement  laws  and  regulations,  and 
suppliers  can  be  thought  of  as  customers  of  the  process. 

Just  as  market  research  is  a  key  element  of  marketing 
research,  so  should  market  research  be  a  key  element  of 
procurement  research. 

C.  MARKET  RESEARCH  IN  COHTRACTXNO 

Market  research  became  a  statutory  requirement  with  the 
passage  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  (CICA)  of 
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1984.  The  Act  specifically  states:  "In  planning  for  the 
procurement  of  property  or  services,  an  executive  agency 
shall... use  advance  procurement  planning  and  market 
research...."  (Stewart,  1987,  p.  8) 

There  are  two  issues  that  arise  with  the  mandate  for 
market  research.  The  first  issue  is  that  it  is  not  clear 
what  the  scope  of  market  research  should  be.  The  second 
issue  is  that  the  Federal  workforce  does  not  currently  have 
the  tools  in  place  to  carry  out  the  mandate.  As  expressed 
by  Stanley  Sherman: 

In  the  case  of  market  research,  it  is  not  clear  that  the 
federal  work  force  is  prepared  in  training  and  attitude 
toward  the  marketplace  to  carry  out  the  mandate.  While 
government  procurement  personnel  have  for  many  years 
given  at  least  some  attention  to  the  subject  of  advanced 
procurement  planning,  there  are  no  historical  precedents 
for  presuming  that  many  of  those  currently  employed  in 
procurement  are  familiar  with  the  concept  of  market 
research  in  an  operational  sense,  that  is,  as  a  viable 
tool  for  securing  information  and  assessing  where  to 
purchase  their  needs.  (Sherman,  1991,  p.  120) 

The  extent  of  Government  market  research  in  many  cases 

has  been  limited  to  an  announcement  in  the  Commerce  Business 

Daily  (CBD)  45  days  before  bids  or  proposals  are  due  to  be 

submitted.  This  is  evidence  of  the  Government's  need  for 

improvement  in  the  area  of  market  research.  It  reflects  a 

narrow  interpretation  of  market  research  as  consisting  of  a 

survey  of  existing  Government  sources.  Further,  "If  any 

firm,  large  or  small,  finds  out  about  a  bid  for  the  first 
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time  in  the  CBD,  it  is  months  or  a  year  late  in  preparing  to 
respond.”  (Stewart,  1987,  p,  18) 

Market  research  is  intended  to  offer  an  opportunity  to 
reduce  barriers  to  competition  by  improving  the  information 
available  to  the  contracting  officer  during  the  acquisition 
planning  phase.  The  statute  makes  market  research  the 
central  function  in  both  achieving  competition  where 
possible  and  justifying  the  circumstances  when  it  is  not. 
(Mulhern,  1991,  pp.  34-35) 

In  a  study  conducted  by  Richard  Stewart  in  1987 
(Stewart,  1987) ,  a  definition  of  market  research  was 
developed,  and  the  principal  elements  of  an  effective  market 
research  program  were  proposed  by  adapting  marketing 
research  procedures.  The  study  presents  both  a  narrow  view 
and  a  broad  view  of  market  research  pertaining  to  the 
Federal  procurement  process,  and  advocates  adoption  of  the 
broad  view. 

One,  the  narrow  view,  holds  that  the  purpose  of  market 
research  is  merely  to  identify  potential  sources  of 
supply.  The  other,  the  broad  view,  holds  that  market 
research  involves  far  more  than  identification  of 
potential  sources  of  supply.  In  fact,  the  broad  view  is 
that  the  requirement  involves  understanding  the  market 
place  and  conducting  the  methodical  research  that  is 
oftentimes  necessary  to  develop  that  understanding. 
(Stewart,  1987,  p.  9) 

As  such,  Stewart  defined  market  research  as:  "the 
collection  and  analysis  of  data  to  improve  the  quality  of 
specific  decisions  which  must  be  made  within  the  existing 
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framework  of  the  procurement  process.”  (Stewart,  1987,  p. 

34)  This  definition  recognizes  that  there  are  many  aspects 
of  the  procurement  process  that  stand  to  be  improved  through 
market  research. 

In  addressing  the  question  of  why  the  use  of  market 

research  is  a  good  idea,  Stewart  responded: 

. . . (b) ecause  a  knowledge  of  conditions  in  individual 
markets  and  the  marketplace  in  general  is  essential  to 
all  facets  of  the  Federal  procurement  process. 

Knowledge  of  who  has  supplied  which  products  or  services 
as  well  as  who  could  supply  them  is  needed  to  ensure  all 
potential  competitors  have  an  opportunity  to  do  business 
with  the  Federal  Government.  Knowledge  of  what  is 
happening  in  the  marketplace  is  a  key  ingredient  in 
realizing  fair  and  effective  competition  as  well  as 
arriving  at  a  price  that  is  fair  and  reasonable  to  both 
the  buyer  and  the  seller.  One  cannot  hope  to 
consciously  set  about  to  routinely  purchase  high  quality 
products  without  the  requisite  knowledge  about  the  state 
of  the  art  in  quality  control  processes,  manufacturing 
processes,  and  management  techniques. 

A  contract  negotiator  should  have  knowledge  of  the 
factors  affecting  a  particular  industry  such  as  prices 
of  inputs  (past  and  projected),  transportation  factors, 
state  of  the  art  inventory  and  production  management 
systems,  and  innovations  that  may  be  just  around  the 
corner.  It  doesn't  matter  whether  the  negotiation 
involves  a  new  type  of  missile,  an  individual  repair 
part  such  as  a  valve,  or  consvimable  items  such  as  paper 
clips.  (Stewart,  1987,  p.  16) 

It  is  clear  that  a  thorough  market  research  capability 

developed  within  the  Federal  procurement  system  would 

substantially  strengthen  the  ability  of  the  Government  to 

use  and  enhance  the  purchasing  process  more  effectively, 

including,  but  not  limited  to,  generating  competition 

(Sherman,  1991,  p.  121). 
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Beyond  consideration  of  what  market  research 


encompasses,  Stewart  delineated  five  principal  elements  of 
an  effective  market  research  program.  These  elements, 
listed  below,  were  developed  based  on  an  analysis  of 
literature  and  observations  of  both  Government  and  private 
industry  prartices. 

1.  Criteria  for  Project  Selection 

2.  Proper  Research  and  Analysis  Skills 

3.  A  Methodical  Approach 

4.  Timely  Information 

5.  Effective  Communication  of  Findings 
(Stewart,  1987,  p.  40) 

The  first  element,  criteria  for  project  selection, 
recognizes  that  the  most  efficient  use  of  limited  resources 
must  be  achieved.  Therefore,  an  effective  market  research 
program  must  establish  a  process  for  selection  of  projects 
to  be  pursued.  (Stewart,  1987,  p.  40) 

The  second  element,  proper  research  and  analysis  skills, 
refers  to  the  need  for  trained  personnel  applying  the  proper 
techniques  or  tools.  It  is  a  waste  of  resources  to  gather  a 
great  deal  of  potentially  useful  data  and  then  fail  to  apply 
the  requisite  skills  to  analyze  and  interpret  its  meaning. 
(Stewart,  1987,  p.  41) 

A  methodical  approach  requires  an  organized  and 
systematic  undertaking  in  order  to  prevent  duplicating 
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efforts  or  missing  important  information.  A  scientific 
approach  must  be  taken  to  ensure  the  research  procedures  are 
applied  in  a  consistent  and  organized  manner.  (Stewart, 

1987,  p.  42) 

Timely  information  is  an  important  element,  and  without 
it,  all  efforts  to  this  point  will  have  been  wasted.  Timely 
information  is  necessary  to  assimilate  the  results  of  the 
research  in  acquisition  planning.  If  market  research  must 
start  from  the  beginning  each  time  information  is  required, 
it  will  probably  be  completed  too  late  to  be  used  in  the 
procurement.  (Stewart,  1987,  p.  43)  However,  if  the 
information  is  organized  and  general  principles  have  been 
developed,  the  buyer  need  only  determine  which  principles 
apply  to  the  present  situation. 

With  regard  to  the  fifth  element,  effective 
communication  of  findings,  an  effective  market  research 
program  must  have  a  means  of  getting  the  right  information 
to  those  who  need  it.  In  order  to  be  effective,  the 
information  provided  must  be  in  a  form  that  is 
understandable  and  useful  to  the  recipient.  (Stewart,  1987, 
p.  43) 

The  principal  elements  of  an  effective  market  research 
program  will  'oe  called  out  again  in  application  of  the 
taxonomy  in  the  next  section  of  this  chapter.  With  regard 
to  market  research,  it  is  clear  that  the  Federal  Government 
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has  not  aggressively  pursued  its  use.  It  is  also  evident 
that  an  effective  market  research  program  holds  great 
potential  for  improving  the  Federal  procurement  process  in 
many  ways. 

D.  APPLICATION  OF  THE  TAXONOMY  IN  MARKET  RESEARCH 

Implementation  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the 
Federal  Government  would  facilitate  market  research  in 
several  respects.  Market  research  results  could  then  be 
used  at  two  different  levels.  First,  the  taxonomy  would 
enhance  market  research  because  it  would  serve  as  the 
framework  for  conducting  organized  and  systematic  research 
of  the  overall  market,  revealing  trends  or  problem  areas,  or 
ways  to  Improve  the  procurement  process,  advancing  the  body 
of  knowledge.  Second,  the  taxonomy  could  be  used  to  provide 
logical  access  to  market  information  for  use  in  a  specific 
procurement. 

To  be  effective,  the  taxonomy  would  first  be 
operationalized,  with  all  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  classified,  then  the  classification  scheme  could 
serve  as  the  basis  for  organizing  market  research.  In  other 
words,  research  on  the  market  could  be  done  on  a  category- 
by-category  basis,  providing  an  organizational  framework  for 
systematic  study.  Elements  of  the  sclent if ic-theoretical 
usefulness  of  the  taxonomy  described  in  Chapter  III  would  be 
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applied  in  market  research.  If  market  research  were 
conducted  along  the  lines  of  the  categories  of  the  taxonomy, 
literature  reviews  would  be  made  easier  because  information 
on  the  market  could  be  accessed  by  the  category  to  which  an 
item  belongs.  The  categories  would  serve  as  the  bases  for 
conducting  and  reporting  research  studies  to  facilitate 
their  comparison.  Observations  of  goods  within  individual 
categories  may  be  generalized  to  other  goods  in  the  same 
categories.  For  example,  suppose  that  personal  computers 
and  ship  positioning  computers  were  both  identified  to  the 
advanced  category  of  goods.  Perhaps  goods  in  this  category 
would  be  characterized  by  a  high  degree  of  maintenance. 
Observations  of  the  successful  warranty  terms  or  maintenance 
contracts  used  in  the  more  commonly  procured  personal 
computers  could  be  generalized  and  used  when  buying  the  less 
frequently  purchased  positioning  computers. 

Areas  where  greater  research  is  needed  may  be  exposed. 

At  the  present  time,  there  is  no  framework  consistently  used 
throughout  Federal  procurement  for  the  accximulation  and 
storage  of  market  research.  Adoption  of  the  taxonomy  would 
provide  a  consistent  approach  for  accumulation  of 
information  on  the  market. 

As  discussed  earlier,  Stewart  identified  five  principal 
elements  of  an  effective  market  research  program.  The 
taxonomy  would  facilitate  several  of  these  elements. 
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The  first  element,  criteria  for  project  selection,  would 
be  enhanced  by  the  taxonomy  because  one  of  the  criteria  for 
project  selection  should  be  simply  whether  or  not  there  is 
any  existing  information  available  on  the  project  at  hand. 
For  example,  say  a  buyer  has  a  requirement  for  a  pneumatic 
valve.  Before  initiating  a  market  research  project,  the 
buyer  could  access  a  data  base  of  existing  market  research 
by  the  category  of  the  valve,  perhaps  moderate,  to  see  if 
there  is  any  existing  market  research  information  already 
available.  If  so,  the  information  could  be  used,  and  no  new 
project  would  be  required.  If  not,  a  market  research 
project  may  be  Initiated.  The  taxonomy  would  provide  a 
means  for  searching  for,  and  utilizing,  existing 
information,  or  confirming  that  none  exists. 

Another  element  of  an  effective  market  research  program 
is  a  methodical  approach.  The  taxonomy  would  provide  the 
structure  for  a  methodical  approach  to  market  research. 
Market  research  could  begin  with  the  simple  or  complex 
category,  or  any  category  between  the  two.  Research  could 
be  conducted  on  that  category  on  a  regular  and  continuous 
basis,  methodically  building  the  knowledge  base.  Framing 
market  research  in  this  manner  would  prevent  duplicating 
efforts  or  missing  important  information.  The 
taxonomy,  as  a  scientific  method,  would  guide  market 
research  in  a  consistent  and  organized  fashion. 
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The  requirement  of  timely  information  would  also  be 
enhanced  by  implementation  of  the  taxonomy.  Market  research 
information  would  be  provided  in  a  more  timely  way  because 
the  taxonomy  would  allow  cataloging  of  the  information.  If 
a  buyer  needs  information  on  a  moderate  good,  perhaps  a 
galley  oven,  information  could  be  quickly  retrieved  by 
reviewing  the  data  base  accumulated  under  the  heading  of  the 
moderate  category.  This  would  allow  quick  information 
retrieval,  and  prevent  having  to  start  at  the  beginning  with 
each  market  research  project. 

Finally,  the  effective  communication  of  findings  would 
be  simplified  by  the  taxonomy.  Again,  this  is  a  function  of 
indexing  market  research  along  the  categories  of  goods. 

This  would  provide  those  who  need  the  information  an 
effective  access  mechanism  to  the  information.  Organizing 
market  research  around  the  taxonomy  would  allow  findings  to 
be  related  back  to  the  body  of  knowledge  in  the  same  manner, 
encouraging  more  effective  communication  of  findings. 

Once  the  taxonomy  is  in  place,  market  research  would  be 
conducted  and  indexed  by  the  individual  categories  of  the 
taxonomy.  Perhaps  a  data  base  could  be  developed  for  easy 
access  to  existing  information  and  relaying  new  information 
back  into  the  system. 

From  the  macro  perspective,  market  research  framed  by 
the  taxonomy  may  reveal  certain  categories  of  goods  that  are 
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particularly  well-suited  for  procurement  from  small 
business,  which  should  then  be  targeted  as  such.  On  the 
other  hand,  market  research  performed  along  the  lines  of  the 
taxonomy  may  reveal  a  category  of  goods  where  there  is 
little  small  business  participation.  Market  research  could 
then  be  initiated  to  identify  and  remove  the  barriers  to 
small  business  participation.  Principles  discovered  in 
studying  categories  where  small  business  participation  is 
exemplary  could  be  emulated  in  areas  where  there  has  been 
little  success. 

For  example,  suppose  market  research  conducted  along  the 
framework  of  the  taxonomy  reveals  that  there  is  a  large 
number  of  small  businesses  succeeding  in  the  advanced 
category  of  goods,  but  few  in  the  less  complex  moderate 
category.  It  may  seem  unusual  that  small  businesses  are 
succeeding  in  the  more  complex  category  rather  than  the 
simpler  category.  Study  could  then  be  conducted  to 
determine  the  reasons  for  the  difference.  Perhaps  the 
difference  is  that  in  the  advanced  category,  goods  are 
characterized  by  a  higher  degree  of  technical  complexity 
than  the  moderate  category,  but  less  capital  investment  is 
required.  It  may  be  discovered  that  small  businesses  are 
very  skilled  technically,  but  they  do  not  have  access  to 
capital  for  the  equipment  required  for  goods  in  the  moderate 
category.  A  concerted  effort  could  then  be  made  to  provide 


access  to  capital  for  small  businesses  in  order  to  succeed 
in  the  moderate  category  of  goods.  In  this  manner,  market 
research  would  be  used  to  expand  the  body  of  knowledge  in 
contracting. 

Organizing  market  research  in  relation  to  the  taxonomy 
may  force  recognition  of  characteristics  shared  by  goods 
from  seemingly  different  industries  for  comparative 
purposes.  From  the  perspective  of  an  individual 
procurement,  or  micro  view,  the  taxonomy  could  provide 
access  to  market  research  information  based  on  the  category 
of  the  item  being  procured. 

For  example,  a  particular  procurement  may  appear  unique, 
with  only  one  contractor  capable  of  responding  to  the  need. 
Since  goods  would  be  classified  according  to  inherent 
characteristics  deemed  important  in  the  buying  process, 
rather  than  physical  characteristics,  the  taxonomy  may 
provide  insights  not  otherwise  considered.  Based  on  the 
category  to  which  the  item  being  procured  belongs,  market 
research  centered  around  the  taxonomy  may  reveal  other 
companies  that  are  capable  of  manufacturing  the  item.  In 
Prendergast ' s  study,  both  the  propeller  and  the 
accelerometer  were  identified  to  the  advanced  category. 

These  two  goods  may  not  normally  be  considered  as  belonging 
to  the  same  category  of  goods,  but  the  taxonomy  revealed 
they  should  be.  There  may  be  lessons  to  be  learned  from 
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buying  propellers  that  could  be  useful,  but  not  otherwise 
considered,  when  buying  accelerometers.  Market  research 
conducted  along  the  framework  of  the  taxonomy  may  show  that 
products  previously  considered  different  actually  share 
certain  characteristics  in  common. 

In  addition  to  enhancing  market  competition,  market 
research  conducted  in  the  fashion  described  above  would  also 
provide  access  to  information  required  for  individual 
negotiations.  This  information  may  include  the  state  of 
technological  change,  manufacturing  processes,  warranty 
practices,  and  factors  affecting  prices. 

For  an  organization  buying  bulk  items,  such  as  fuels, 
market  research  in  this  manner  may  reveal  lower  priced 
product  substitutes  such  as  another  grade  or  type  of  fuel. 
Market  research  organized  in  this  way  may  provide  quick 
access  to  price  trends  so  that  an  organization  can  time 
their  buys  accordingly,  such  as  making  a  large  bulk  purchase 
instead  of  a  series  of  small  buys  as  prices  are  increasing. 
It  may  identify  goods  in  markets  which  are  likely  to  be 
volatile,  or  indicate  the  likelihood  of  strong  or  weak 
commercial  demand  for  the  goods,  assisting  in  procurement 
planning. 
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E.  BENEFITS  OF  THE  TAXONOMY  IN  MARKET  RESEARCH 


Implementation  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods  would  provide 
several  benefits  in  the  area  of  market  research.  In 
addition  to  identifying  sources  of  supply  by  individual 
category  to  enhance  competition,  it  could  also  serve  as  the 
framework  for  conducting  methodical  research,  and  enhance 
understanding  of  the  market.  The  taxonomy  would  be  a  tool 
used  by  the  procurement  workforce  that  would  make  market 
research  a  viable  process.  It  would  be  useful  regardless  of 
whether  the  narrow  or  broad  view  of  market  research  were 
adopted. 

The  taxonomy  would  facilitate  the  conduct  of  market 
research  through  the  cataloging  of  results  for  future  use. 
This  would  improve  the  quality  of  specific  decisions  made 
within  the  procurement  process.  Ultimately,  it  would  result 
in  a  more  efficient  use  of  tax  dollars,  enhance  the  ability 
of  the  procurement  process  to  provide  quality  products  to 
users,  and  improve  decisions  affecting  suppliers. 

F.  CHAPTER  SUMMARY 

This  chapter  has  presented  the  issues  in  market 
research,  and  discussed  how  the  market  research  process  may 
be  improved  in  contracting  through  implementation  of  the 
taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government.  The 
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next  chapter  will  examine  application  of  the  taxonomy  in  the 
area  of  procurement  regulation. 
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V.  APPLICATION:  PROCUREMENT  REGULATION 


A.  INTRODUCTION 

Another  significant  application  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods 
procured  by  the  Federal  Government  is  in  helping  to  guide 
decisions  with  respect  to  procurement  policies,  procedures, 
laws,  and  regulations.  As  expressed  by  Wenger:  "After 
classifying  enough  goods,  patterns  or  trends  may  result  that 
will  allow  for  additional  streamlining  of  policies  and 
procedures  for  certain  categories."  (Wenger,  1990,  p.  90) 
Prendergast  elaborated  that: 

Results  of  a  classification  scheme  can  be  used  to  assist 
in  the  formulation  of  contracting  laws,  regulations  and 
procedures.  Certain  groups  of  items  can  be  singled  out 
for  greater  or  lesser  regulatory  attention  based  on 
their  characteristics  as  determined  by  the  taxonomic 
scheme.  (Prendergast,  1991,  pp.  87-88) 

Some  of  the  problems  and  inefficiencies  associated  with 
the  procurement  regulation  process  will  first  be  presented. 

A  discussion  of  how  the  taxonomy  could  be  applied  in 
procurement  regulation  will  follow.  Finally,  the  benefits 
of  the  application  will  be  considered. 

B.  PROCUREMENT  REGULATION 

Within  the  field  of  Government  contracting,  Robert 
Judson's  profile  of  the  acquisition  enviroiment  (Judson, 
1986) ,  serves  as  the  basis  for  these  promising  taxonomical 
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applications.  As  Judson  stated  in  the  1986  profile:  "Often, 
critics  of  the  acquisition  process  assume  that  the 
characteristics  of  purchasing  ordinary  consumer  goods  can  be 
readily  transferred  to  the  acquisition  of  unique  systems." 
(Judson,  1986,  p.  14)  In  his  article,  Judson  provided  a 
comparison  of  the  characteristics  of  ordinary  consumer  goods 
to  the  characteristics  of  unique  products.  Judson  went  on 
to  say  that: 

It  is  the  author's  hope  that  this  profile  will  suggest 
restraint,  in  some  small  way,  in  the  mad  dash  to 
legislate  and  regulate  the  acquisition  of  uncertain 
products  as  if  such  undertakings  were  simple  variations 
of  the  consvimer  purchasing  process  and  only  need  to  be 
pressed  by  law  and  regulation  into  that  familiar  mold. 
(Judson,  1986,  p.  14) 

The  obvious  implication  is  that  buying  commercial, 
perhaps  simple,  items  at  one  end  of  the  spectnun  is  a 
different  process  than  buying  uncertain,  perhaps  complex, 
items  at  the  other  end  of  the  spectrum.  These  differences 
should  be  recognized  not  only  in  procurement  laws  and 
regulations,  but  in  policies  and  procedures  as  well.  These 
separate  areas  of  application  are  distinct,  however  they  do 
share  the  common  threads  of  shaping  and  guiding  the 
procurement  process,  some  more  rigidly  than  others.  As 
such,  the  logic  underlying  the  usefulness  of  the  taxonomy  is 
similar,  as  are  the  benefits,  in  all  of  these  areas.  These 
areas  will  be  collectively  referred  to  as  regulation. 
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The  Judson  profile  suggests  that  regulations  are  being 
written  for  unigue  items,  such  as  major  weapon  systems,  as 
if  they  were  simple  commercial  items,  and  that  restraint 
should  be  exercised  in  writing  new  laws  and  regulations  for 
such  items.  This  idea  can  be  taken  a  step  further.  There 
are  laws  and  regulations  in  existence  that  have  been  written 
with  the  purchase  of  complex  items  in  mind  that  needlessly 
apply  to  the  purchase  of  simple  items,  creating  an 
unnecessary  administrative  burden. 

In  a  survey  conducted  in  1992  of  12  companies  that  do 
both  Government  and  commercial  business,  it  was  determined 
that  the  Department  of  Defense  (DoD)  pays  a  premium  of  30  to 
50  percent  more  for  products  than  the  same  or  similar  items 
sold  to  commercial  businesses.  The  survey  identified  the 
additional  cost  of  commercial  products  when  applying  unique 
laws  required  to  provide  the  products  to  the  DoD  vice 
commercial  enterprises,  and  conversely,  commercial  product 
cost  savings  that  would  result  from  elimination  of 
restrictive  DoD  laws  regulating  the  defense  industry. 
(Krikorian,  1992,  p.  12) 

As  further  evidence  of  the  burdensome  procurement  system 
now  in  place,  a  study  conducted  in  1987  (Lamm,  1987) , 
concluded  that  two  of  the  four  principal  reasons  companies 
refuse  Defense  business  related  to  burdensome  paperwork  and 
inflexible  procurement  policies.  (Lamm,  1987,  p.  88) 
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It  is  evident  that  the  acquisition  process  needs  to  be 
streamlined.  A  system  that  would  enable  prudent  tailoring 
of  the  regulation  process  would  provide  great  benefits. 

C.  APPLICATION  OF  THE  TAXONOMY  IN  PROCUREMENT  REGULATION 

Implementation  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods  would  reveal 
areas  where  regulation  could  be  streamlined  or  tailored. 

The  information  the  taxonomy  would  provide  could  guide  and 
support  the  decision  making  process.  The  classification 
scheme  could  be  used  to  formulate  new  regulation  and  revise 
existing  regulation.  And  as  suggested  by  Prendergast,  the 
taxonomy  could  also  be  used  to  selectively  apply  regulation 
or  identify  categories  where  greater  or  lesser  regulatory 
attention  is  required. 

From  the  viewpoint  of  Judson's  profile  of  the 
acquisition  environment,  a  major  weapon  system  procurement 
would  benefit  by  relief  from  regulations  written  from  the 
perspective  of  buying  simple  commercial  items.  It  seems 
fair  to  say  that  the  process  of  procuring  a  complex  major 
weapon  system  requires  different  considerations,  and  more 
flexibility,  than  buying  a  simple  commercial  item. 

On  the  other  hand,  requiring  all  of  the  unique 
considerations,  processes,  specifications,  financial 
systems,  procedures,  and  so  forth  normally  required  for 
complex  major  weapon  systems  for  the  procurement  of  simple 
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coninercial  items  undoubtedly  adds  cost  and  time  to  the 
procurement  process. 

The  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government 
could  prove  to  be  a  very  useful  tool  in  shaping  procurement 
regulation.  If  all  goods  were  identified  to  their 
respective  categories,  ranging  from  simple  to  complex, 
regulation  could  be  tailored  and  applied  to  individual 
categories.  The  possibilities  of  such  a  system  are  most 
apparent  when  comparing  the  extreme  categories  of  simple  and 
complex  goods.  However,  refinements  could  also  be  made 
between  the  middle  categories  which,  when  applied 
Government-wide,  would  be  extremely  beneficial. 

By  viewing  goods  that  the  Government  buys  in  separate 
categories  rather  than  as  one  large  homogeneous  group,  a 
relationship  between  the  characteristics  of  the  products 
within  each  category  and  appropriate  regulation  could  be 
determined.  Refinements  could  be  made  between  individual 
categories  as  well  as  within  the  extreme  ends  of  the  simple- 
to-complex  scale. 

For  example,  at  the  complex  range  of  goods,  such  as 
major  weapon  systems,  two  programs  may  be  classified  as 
acquisition  category  I  programs  because  of  the  dollar  value 
of  the  programs.  As  such,  the  two  programs  would  be  subject 
to  the  same  regulation.  The  taxonomy  may  reveal  that  the 
goods  procured  in  one  program  belong  in  the  advanced 
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category  rather  than  the  complex  category,  thereby  allowing 
some  relief  or  additional  streamlining  of  the  acquisition 
process.  A  possible  scenario  for  this  would  be  a  major  non- 
developmental  item  (NDI)  program  compared  to  a  major 
research  and  development  program. 

Within  a  single  major  weapon  system,  some  of  the  items 
procured  may  be  complex,  while  the  taxonomy  may  indicate 
that  other  items  within  the  program  are  more  appropriately 
classified  as  simple,  basic,  or  moderate,  allowing  for  less 
regulatory  control. 

1.  Tailoring  Regulation 

In  these  times  of  declining  budgets  in  the  defense 
Industry,  the  Government  must  pay  close  attention  to  the 
defense  industrial  base.  An  argument  can  be  made  that  a 
comprehensive  defense  industrial  base  policy  should  be 
established.  Within  the  context  of  major  weapon  systems 
acquisition,  the  defense  industrial  base  policy  is  addressed 
as  follows: 

The  industrial  base  implications  of  proposed  defense 
acquisition  program  peacetime,  surge,  and  mobilization 
objectives,  to  include  conflicts  with  other  DoD 
programs,  shall  be  addressed  at  each  milestone  decision 
point. 

Program  planning  shall  include  procedures  to  identify 
and  minimize  the  potential  impact  of  foreign 
dependencies  and  diminishing  manufacturing  sources  and 
material  shortages  on  production  and  support  objectives. 
(Defense  Acquisition  Management  Policies  and  Procedures. 
1991,  p.  5-E-l) 


78 


This  policy  addresses  industrial  base  issues  from 
the  perspective  of  the  individual  program  at  hand,  how  to 
ensure  the  individual  program's  success.  It  does  not, 
however,  address  the  overall  issue  of  what  must  be  done  to 
maintain  essential  manufacturing  capabilities  that  may  be 
diminishing. 

The  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  could  help  shape  and  implement  a  comprehensive 
industrial  base  policy.  It  is  outside  the  scope  of  this 
study  to  argue  whether  that  policy  should  be  to  let  market 
forces  take  their  course,  or  whether  the  Government  should 
play  a  proactive  role  in  managing  the  industrial  base,  or 
whether  the  Government  should  play  the  role  of  helping  firms 
transition  from  defense  to  commercial  markets.  However,  the 
taxonomy  could  help  to  tailor  and  implement  an  industrial 
base  policy. 

To  begin  with,  implementation  of  the  taxonomy  could 
highlight  the  category  or  categories  of  goods  where  there 
are  few  sources  of  supply,  perhaps  a  key  link  to  the 
industrial  base.  It  may  show  that  there  is  a  high  degree  of 
homogeneity  in  all  but  one  of  these  categories,  suggesting 
that  concern  for  a  diminishing  industrial  base  need  only  be 
directed  towards  a  single  category.  Or  perhaps,  although 
there  are  few  producers  in  a  particular  category,  the  number 
of  goods  in  the  category  is  few,  with  no  anticipation  of 
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increasing  needs.  These  circunstances  may  lead  to  adoption 
of  a  policy  that  allows  market  forces  to  take  their  course. 

Another  possibility  is  that  the  taxonomy  reveals 
categories  characterized  by  different  degrees  of 
customization.  Customization  may  be  a  key  link  to  the 
industrial  base.  Goods  with  little  customization  seem 
likely  to  be  commercial  goods,  which  translates  to  alternate 
markets  for  companies.  If  there  is  little  customization  in 
three  of  the  categories  of  goods,  it  may  indicate  that  these 
categories  have  strong  commercial  markets,  meaning  there  is 
no  need  for  concern  with  the  industrial  base  in  these 
categories.  A  fourth  category  of  goods  may  have  a  medium 
amount  of  customization,  but  many  sources  of  supply,  again 
indicating  little  need  for  concern  with  industrial  base 
policy  since  there  are  many  sources.  However,  the  fifth 
category  of  goods  may  be  made  exclusively  for  the 
Government.  In  this  case,  the  Government's  industrial  base 
policy  may  be  to  take  a  hands-off  approach  towards  the  first 
four  categories.  For  the  fifth  category,  the  Government  may 
need  to  take  definite  actions  to  maintain  an  essential 
Industrial  capability. 

As  a  way  of  assisting  firms  that  make  that  fifth 
category  of  goods,  actions  that  would  assist  the  industry 
could  be  linked  to  that  category  of  goods,  providing  for 
concentrated,  efficient  action.  For  example,  in  order  to 
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strengthen  firms  making  this  category  of  goods,  the 
Government  may  decide  to  liberalize  independent  research  and 
development  (IR&D)  funding  and  link  it  to  commercial  product 
development,  specifically  for  firms  making  this  category  of 
goods,  thereby  helping  to  maintain  their  strength. 

An  example  of  the  concept  of  linking  research  funding  to 

commercial  product  development  is  the  Small  Business 

Innovative  Research  (SBIR)  program. 

The  purpose  of  the  SBIR  Program  is  to  stimulate 
technological  innovation  by  small  businesses  and  to 
increase  private  sector  commercialization  of  innovations 
derived  from  federal  research  and  development. . . .More 
than  18,000  SBIR  awards  have  been  made  totaling  some 
$2.3  billion.  A  GAO  study  indicates  that  more  than  25 
percent  of  these  awards  have  resulted  in 
commercialization  of  products  or  services.  (Weaver, 

1992,  p.  28) 

Under  legislation  being  developed,  SBIR  program  funding 
would  have  a  stronger  link  to  commercial  product 
possibilities.  An  important  consideration  in  the  evaluation 
for  funding  will  be  based  on  the  applicant's  plans  to  market 
the  product  commercially.  (Gupta  and  Saddler,  1992,  p.  B2) 

In  this  scenario,  funding  is  linked  through  the  SBIR 
program.  The  taxonomy  would  allow  this  concept  to  be  linked 
to  the  category  of  goods  where  it  is  most  needed,  rather 
than  across  the  board,  thereby  maximizing  the  benefits  of 
limited  resources. 

Another  situation  may  be  that  market  research  done 
on  this  categ'^ry  of  goods  has  revealed  impediments  to 


81 


business  operations  such  as  profit  considerations  focused 
too  heavily  on  capital  equipment  investment,  or  excessive 
use  of  design  specifications.  A  concerted  effort  could  be 
directed  towards  manufacturers  of  this  category  of  goods  to 
improve  the  circumstances.  Perhaps  unique  considerations 
must  be  made  in  determining  profit  objectives,  such  as 
shifting  emphasis  from  capital  equipment  investment  to 
commercialization  potential,  or  a  special  emphasis  on 
eliminating  design  specifications,  which  tend  to  inhibit 
innovation  and  create  inefficiency,  could  be  made 
particularly  in  this  category  to  improve  performance. 

Perhaps  this  category  of  goods  may  be  targeted  for  multiyear 
contracting.  In  essence,  the  Government  could  develop  and 
tailor  policies  taking  into  account  information  revealed 
from  Implementation  of  the  taxonomy. 

2.  Selective  Application  of  Regulation 

Implementation  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods  could 
provide  a  more  sound  framework  for  selectively  applying 
regulation.  In  many  cases  now,  regulation  is  either  applied 
across  all  procurement  or  linked  artificially  to  selected 
dollar  values.  Take  for  example  small  purchase  procedures. 
These  procedures  are  presently  limited  to  procurements  under 
25  thousand  dollars.  It  may  be  more  logical  to  link  small 
purchase  procedures  to  the  characteristics  of  the  goods 
rather  than  dollar  value.  For  example,  the  practice  of 


82 


allowing  oral  solicitations  can  be  more  logically  linked  to 
the  characteristics  of  the  goods,  such  as  customization  or 
sources  of  supply,  rather  than  the  dollar  value  of  the 
procurement.  Oral  solicitations  would  be  called  for  when  an 
item  is  not  customized,  because  there  would  be  no  need  for 
detailed  specifications,  and  there  would  probably  be  a 
commercial  market  for  the  item.  This  combined  with  many 
sources  of  supply  would  indicate  that  market  forces  set  a 
fair  and  reasonable  price  for  the  item.  Allowing  oral 
solicitations  where  appropriate  based  on  the  characteristics 
fo  the  goods  would  save  the  time  and  cost  of  creating  formal 
written  solicitations. 

Small  purchase  procedures  are  basically  designed  to 
streamline  the  procurement  process,  reduce  administrative 
burden,  and  promote  efficient  and  economical  practices. 

Small  purchase  procedures  balance  the  need  for  control  with 
efficiency  and  low  administrative  costs. 

Perhaps  these  procedures  should  be  linked  with 
inherent  characteristics  of  goods  deemed  important  in  the 
procurement  process  rather  than  an  artificial  dollar  value. 
The  success  of  these  procedures  could  more  logically  be 
linked  to  the  level  of  complexity,  customization, 
documentation,  or  item  attention  rather  than  the  dollar 
value.  As  such,  the  practice  of  using  these  procedures, 
procedures  like  them,  or  suspending  various  requirements 
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would  be  more  appropriately  tied  to  the  category  of  goods 
(i.e.,  the  characteristics  of  the  goods)  rather  than  dollar 
value. 

The  taxonomy  could  identify  the  category  or 
categories  of  goods  that  have  the  characteristics  which  lend 
themselves  to  streamlined  procurement  procedures.  Perhaps 
instead  of  calling  them  small  purchase  procedures  and 
linking  them  to  an  arbitrary  dollar  value,  the  practices 
should  be  called  streamlined  procurement  procedures,  and 
linked  to  the  characteristics  deemed  important  in  the  buying 
process.  These  procedures  could  then  be  selectively  applied 
to  those  categories  of  goods  that  display  these 
characteristics.  This  process  would  provide  a  more  logical 
method  of  linking  streamlined  procedures,  and  may  expand 
applicability  of  the  procedures  to  a  wider  range  of  goods. 

D.  BENEFITS  OF  THE  TAXONOMY  IN  PROCUREMENT  REGULATION 

The  benefits  of  implementing  the  taxonomy  of  goods 
procured  by  the  Federal  Government  could  be  significant. 

The  taxonomy  would  provide  a  framework  for  tailoring  and 
selectively  applying  procurement  regulation.  It  would  not 
only  be  useful  in  shaping  new  regulation,  but  the  taxonomy 
could  also  serve  as  the  basis  for  rethinking  existing 
regulation . 
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The  advantage  of  this  scheme  would  be  a  streamlined 
process  that  would  make  the  system  more  timely  and 
responsive.  It  would  allow  for  a  more  efficient  system  free 
from  needless  or  inappropriate  regulation.  The 
classification  scheme  could  help  eliminate  the  30  to  50 
percent  premium  that  the  Government  pays  on  commercial, 
perhaps  simple,  goods.  By  streamlining  the  procurement 
process  in  this  fashion,  the  Government  could  save 
significant  amounts  of  time  and  money  through  reduced 
administrative  and  oversight  burdens. 

While  the  discussion  to  this  point  has  considered  laws, 
regulations,  policies,  and  procedures  collectively,  the 
taxonomy  could  be  used  to  varying  degrees  in  these  separate 
areas.  It  is  likely  that  Congress  would  be  hesitant  to 
tailor  legislation  or  build  in  flexibility,  perhaps  giving 
up  some  degree  of  control  and  influence.  However,  the 
taxonomy  could  help  shape  DoD  input  into  the  legislative 
process,  influencing  it  to  some  extent.  With  regard  to  the 
other  areas  of  application,  DoD  would  have  greater  control 
over  the  process. 

B.  CHAPTER  SUmiARY 

This  chapter  has  presented  issues  in  procurement 
regulation,  and  discussed  how  the  process  may  be  improved 
through  implementation  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by 
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the  Federal  Government.  The  next  chapter  will  examine 
application  of  the  taxonomy  in  the  area  of  contracting 
training  and  education. 
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VI.  APPLICATION:  PROCUREMENT  TRAINING  AND  EDUCATION 


A.  INTRODUCTION 

"A  strong  and  viable  training  and  educational  program  is 
fundamental  to  strengthening  the  DoD's  acquisition  process.” 
(The  Acmiisition  Enhancement  Program  Report  II.  1986,  p.59) 
As  expressed  by  one  of  the  contracting  experts  interviewed 
for  this  research  in  discussing  application  of  the  taxonomy 
of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government  in  the  area  of 
procurement  training  and  education:  "Perhaps  it  is  my 
perspective  in  business,  but  I  feel  that  this  is  the  best  or 
most  useful  application.” 

Training  and  education  can  play  a  key  role  in  improving 
the  procurement  workforce.  Presently,  training  systems  are 
very  fragmented  and  diffused.  Training  and  education  need 
to  be  taken  more  seriously  and  managed  coherently. 

(Mavroules,  1991,  p.  19)  The  taxonomy  may  be  the  tool  to 
manage  the  process  coherently. 

A  brief  snapshot  of  current  training  and  education 
problems  will  be  presented  first,  followed  by  a  discussion 
of  how  implementation  of  the  taxonomy  could  improve  the 
training  and  education  system.  The  benefits  of  the 
application  will  then  be  presented.  The  focus  of  this 


87 


chapter  is  primarily  on  procurement  training,  but  the  same 
general  concepts  discussed  apply  to  education  as  well. 


B.  PROCDREMENT  TRAINING  AND  EDUCATION 

As  pointed  out  in  the  Packard  Commission  report: 

The  defense  acquisition  workforce  mingles  civilian  and 
military  expertise  in  numerous  disciplines  for 
management  and  staffing  of  the  world's  largest 
procurement  organization.  Each  year  billions  of  dollars 
are  spent  more  or  less  efficiently,  based  on  the 
competence  and  experience  of  these  personnel.  Yet, 
compared  to  its  industry  counterparts,  this  workforce  is 
undertrained,  underpaid,  and  inexperienced.  Whatever 
other  changes  may  be  made,  it  is  vitally  important  to 
enhance  the  quality  of  the  defense  acquisition 
workforce — both  by  attracting  qualified  new  personnel 
and  by  improving  the  training  and  motivation  of  current 
personnel.  (A  Quest  for  Excellence.  1986,  pp.  66-67) 

As  indicated  by  this  statement,  improving  procurement 

training  is  an  essential  element  in  improving  the 

acquisition  workforce.  Innovative  methods  of  improving 

procurement  training  would  have  a  significant  impact  on 

improving  the  efficiency  and  effectiveness  of  the 

procurement  process.  Although  the  Packard  report 

specifically  addressed  DoD  practices,  the  problems 

identified  and  the  solutions  recommended  apply  equally  well 

to  the  entire  Federal  procurement  system. 

In  discussing  the  DoD  acquisition  workforce,  the 

Acquisition  Enhancement  follow-on  study  (ACE  II)  reported 

that: 

The  training  requirement  confronting  DoD  is  beyond  the 
capability  of  any  service  or  agency  acting 
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Independently.  A  coordination  effort,  using  all 
available  resources,  crossing  service  and  agency  lines, 
is  required.  fThe  Accruisition  Enhancement  Program  Report 
II,  1986,  p.l9) 

The  magnitude  of  the  challenge  includes  approximately  56,000 
civilian  and  military  personnel,  with  a  training  backlog  of 
approximately  2,000,000  man-days.  fThe  Accmisition 
Enhancement  Program  Report  II.  1986,  p.l9)  These  numbers 
indicate  the  significance  of  the  training  challenge  faced  by 
the  DoD  alone.  The  figures  would  escalate  if  the  entire 
Federal  procurement  workforce  was  factored  in  the  equation. 

Procurement  training  lacks  the  necessary  direction, 
planning,  coordination,  and  accountability  to  make  the 
training  base  efficient  and  effective.  Problems  include 
large  training  backlogs,  inadequate  resources,  and  courses 
with  limited  competency  and  skill  development.  (The 
Acquisition  Enhancement  Program  Report  II.  1986,  p.59) 

The  ACE  II  study  identified  problems  that  affect  the 

efficiency  of  the  DoD  training  base  for  contracting.  The 

first  problem  identified  was  that: 

Virtually  no  capability  exists  to  determine  the  size, 
composition,  trends,  and  training  requirements  of  the 
work  force.  fThe  Acquisition  Enhancement  Program  Report 
II,  1986,  p.61) 

Acquisition  training  and  education  is  an  important 
aspect  of  the  Defense  Acquisition  Workforce  Improvement  Act 
(DAWIA) .  Among  other  elements,  a  primary  emphasis  of  the 
DAWIA  is  on  increased  training  and  education.  "The 
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secretary  of  defense  is  to  establish  education,  training, 
and  experience  requirements  based  on  the  level  of  complexity 
of  the  duties  carried  out  in  the  position.”  (Edgar,  1991,  p. 
52)  (emphasis  added) 

The  discussion  thus  far  highlights  the  potential  gains 
that  can  be  made  through  innovative  techniques  used  in  the 
training  system.  The  potential  rewards  are  significant, 
both  in  efficiency  and  effectiveness.  fThe  Acquisition 
Enhancement  Program  Report  II.  1986,  p.76). 

With  the  passage  of  DAWIA,  steps  are  being  taken  to 
improve  the  training  and  education  process.  The  appointment 
of  a  director  of  acquisition  career  management  (DACM)  for 
each  of  the  Services  provides  for  centralized  management  of 
the  acquisition  training  and  education  program.  While  the 
Government  in  general,  and  the  DoD  specifically,  have 
recognized  the  need  for  better  procurement  training  and 
education,  more  needs  to  be  done.  A  creative  approach  such 
as  applying  the  taxonomy  of  goods  could  provide  valuable 
insights  in  improving  the  process. 

C.  APPLICATION  OF  THE  TAXONOMY  IN  PROCUREMENT  TRAINING 

When  many  thousands  of  people  must  make  contracting 
decisions,  and  wrong  decisions  can  cost  billions,  the  need 
for  better  procurement  training  is  overwhelming.  "We  need 
better  curriculum  research  technologies  to  match  remedies  to 
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troubles."  (Crawford,  Siegel,  and  Kerr,  1990,  p.  55)  The 
taxonomy  could  be  that  innovative  tool  for  matching  remedies 
to  troubles. 

The  first  problem  encountered  in  developing  training 
courses  is  obtaining  sufficient  task-descriptive  data  in  a 
form  that  will  permit  the  appropriate  design  and  conduct  of 
training.  The  procedures  the  person  is  expected  to  follow, 
the  equipment  and  tools  required,  and  the  conditions  of  the 
job  must  be  identified.  (Fleishman  and  Quaintance,  1984,  p. 
8)  . 

The  taxonomy  could  be  the  tool  needed  to  obtain  task- 
descriptive  data  in  a  form  that  will  permit  the  appropriate 
design  and  conduct  of  training.  The  taxonomy  could  be  used 
to  improve  procurement  training  and  education  by  linking  and 
prioritizing  the  skills  that  are  important  in  buying 
specific  categories  of  goods.  The  procedures  the  person  is 
expected  to  follow,  the  competencies  required,  and  the 
conditions  of  the  job  can  be  more  accurately  identified,  and 
training  could  then  be  more  accurately  tailored  to  the 
student's  needs. 

The  taxonomy  would  first  identify  the  different 
categories  of  goods.  Following  classification,  the 
individual  categories  would  be  studied  to  identify  the 
specific  competencies  required  in  procuring  those  goods. 
These  competencies  encompass  two  aspects,  both  the  task  or 
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skill  itself,  and  the  degree  of  skill  required  in  performing 
the  task.  For  example,  one  buyer  may  perform  cost  analysis 
occasionally  on  a  relatively  simple  level,  while  another  may 
be  required  to  perform  relatively  complex  cost  analysis  on  a 
regular  basis.  Both  need  cost  analysis  skills,  but  at 
different  competency  levels. 

The  Federal  Acquisition  Institute  identified  the  goal  of 

training  in  contract  management  as  follows: 

With  respect  to  newly  hired  Contract  Specialists,  the 
primary  goal  of  training  is  competence  at  performing 
specific  duties  and  tasks.  Hence,  the  Federal 
Acquisition  Institute  (FAI)  has  identified  51 
competencies  for  Federal  Contract  Specialists  (GS‘-1102) . 

A  competency,  by  definition,  is  the  ability  to  perform  a 
duty  and  its  related  tasks.  The  goal  of  competency- 
based  training  is  therefore  to  (1)  provide  the  knowledge 
necessary  for  competent  performance  and  (2)  provide  an 
opportunity  to  apply  that  knowledge  through  practice  in 
performing  the  duty.  (Contract, Management  Training 
Blueprint;?/  i989,  p.  viix) 

The  FAI  developed  training  blueprints  for  people  who  design 
and  deliver  training  in  any  form  to  include  staff 
instructors  at  Federal  procurement  training  facilities, 
college  and  university  instructors  of  academic- level 
procurement  courses,  and  procurement  training  contractors. 
However,  the  training  blueprints  are  not  classification 
guides  and  have  no  relationship  to  the  grade  levels  of 
trainees  (some  trainees  will  need  Instructions  in  a 
competency  at  the  GS-5  level,  while  others  may  not  need  such 
instruction  until  the  GS-II  level) .  The  training  blueprints 
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are  laid  out  to  roughly  nap  the  procurement  process, 
f Contract  Management  Training  Blueprints.  1989,  p.  viii) 

An  important  insight  that  the  taxonomy  could  provide 
that  is  not  otherwise  evident  today  is  the  combination  of 
skills,  and  the  level,  appropriate  for  a  given  training 
course.  As  stated  by  one  of  the  contracting  experts 
interviewed: 

In  the  procurement  training  programs  I  have  conducted, 
classes  have  been  comprised  of  people  from  entry  level 
to  senior  management,  and  from  (tenth)  grade  education 
to  doctorate  level,  and  from  new  hires  to  long-timers  on 
the  verge  of  retirement.  It  is  very  challenging  to 
teach  such  a  class.  The  taxonomy  could  help  trainers  to 
classify  the  material  more  suitably  to  the  student's  job 
assignment. 

If  all  Government  goods  were  classified  into  the  five 
categories  proposed  in  Wenger's  taxonomy,  the  resulting 
categories  may  reflect  any  nximber  of  combinations  and 
scalings  of  the  characteristics.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
elaborate  on  the  many  possible  combinations  that  could 
result,  however,  a  look  at  the  some  of  the  individual 
characteristics  may  help  demonstrate  the  insights  that  may 
be  gained  from  the  taxonomy. 

The  first  characteristic  to  consider  is  change.  The 
opposite  ends  of  the  scale  for  change  are  very  low  rate  of 
technological  change  and  very  high  rate  of  technological 
change.  An  examination  of  the  degree  of  change,  and  the 
resulting  implications,  in  the  category  of  goods  that  the 
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buyer  purchases  would  allow  tailoring  of  the  training 
provided  to  that  person,  and  others  who  procure  the  same 
category  of  goods.  For  example,  goods  with  a  very  low  rate 
of  technological  change  may  belong  to  the  simple  category. 

A  very  low  rate  of  technological  change  could  indicate  that 
competency  in  contract  changes  is  a  low  priority.  On  the 
other  hand,  goods  with  a  very  high  rate  of  technological 
change,  possibly  the  complex  category,  may  call  for  a  high 
priority  in  contract  modification,  configuration  change 
management,  equitable  adjustment  pricing  techniques,  and 
market  research  skills. 

Continuing  with  this  example,  the  customization 
characteristic  in  the  simple  category  of  goods  may  be  scaled 
as  no  amount  of  customization,  and  the  complex  category  may 
be  scaled  as  made  exclusively  for  the  Government.  The  scale 
of  no  amount  of  customization  may  indicate  that  buyers  do 
not  need  skills  in  the  proper  selection  of  specifications. 
This  customization  scale  may  suggest  goods  which  are  now 
thought  of  as  commercial  products.  Indirectly,  this  may 
imply  a  low  priority  on  cost  analysis  skills,  formal  source 
selection  planning  skills,  and  negotiation  skills  since  the 
buyers  would  likely  be  dealing  with  price  competition.  The 
other  end  of  the  customization  scale,  made  exclusively  for 
the  Government,  would  call  for  a  high  degree  of  competency 
in  these  skills. 
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The  taxonomy  could  link  necessary  skills  with  the 
category  of  goods  procured  by  the  individual.  Training 
could  then  be  tailored  to  address  the  student's  most 
important  needs. 

D.  BENEFITS  OF  THE  TAXONOMY  IN  PROCDREMENT  TRAINING 

It  is  not  suggested  that  the  taxonomy  of  goods  is  the 
cure-all  for  procurement  training  and  education  problems. 

It  will  not  magically  eliminate  training  backlogs  and 
increase  resources.  However,  the  tailored  training  approach 
encouraged  by  the  taxonomy  would  enhance  competency  and 
skill  development  and  provide  task-descriptive  data  for 
designing  courses.  The  taxonomy  may  allow  better 
utilization  of  available  resources.  As  expressed  by  one 
contracting  expert:  "This  proposed  classification  could 
assist  educators  in  developing  more  application  oriented 
educational  exercises  and  simulations."  Case  studies  used 
in  teaching  could  be  closely  tailored  to  the  students'  own 
situations.  Innovative  techniques  such  as  the  taxonomy, 
which  assess  the  complexity  of  goods,  are  important  in 
giving  the  issue  more  visibility. 

The  taxonomy  addresses  directly  the  need  to  establish 
training  and  education  requirements  based  on  the  level  of 
complexity  of  the  duties  carried  out  by  individuals.  And  as 
pointed  out  by  one  of  the  contracting  experts  interviewed 
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for  this  research:  "It  might  also  suggest  the  need  for 
training  in  areas  not  now  covered  by  the  more  or  less 
standard  menu  of  courses  offered." 

The  level  and  combination  of  skills  needed  in  job 
performance,  as  identified  by  the  taxonomy,  could  be  used, 
perhaps  in  conjunction  with  the  FAX  training  blueprints,  to 
develop  a  more  effective  and  efficient  Federal  procurement 
training  system.  Viewing  the  spectrum  of  goods  in  this 
manner  would  allow  procurement  training  to  be  tailored 
directly  to  the  needs  of  the  buyers.  It  provides  a  means 
for  prioritizing  training  needs  in  order  to  get  the  maximtua 
benefit  from  the  limited  resources  that  are  available.  The 
ultimate  benefit  would  be  a  better  trained  procurement 
workforce,  which  could  result  in  billions  of  dollars  of 
savings . 

E.  CHAPTER  SUMMARY 

This  chapter  has  presented  the  magnitude  of  the  training 
and  education  challenge  facing  the  Federal  Government,  and 
described  how  the  system  may  be  Improved  by  application  of 
the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government. 

The  next  chapter  will  present  the  conclusions  of  this 
research  effort  and  provide  suggested  areas  of  future 
research. 
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VII.  CONCLUSIONS  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS 


A.  INTRODUCTION 

This  chapter  will  present  the  conclusions  and 
recommendations  resulting  from  this  research  effort,  answer 
the  primary  and  subsidiary  research  questions,  and  recommend 
areas  for  further  research. 

B.  CONCLUSIONS 

The  following  conclusions  have  been  drawn  from  the 
research  conducted  in  this  study: 

1.  The  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  meets  the  criterion  of  being  useful. 

The  results  of  this  study  validate  the  requirement 

that  the  taxonomy  be  useful.  This  research  effort 

identified  areas  of  application  for  the  taxonomy  and 

demonstrated  how  the  model  would  be  useful.  The  taxonomy  is 

a  tool  that  can  be  used  to  guide  and  assist  the  procurement 

decision  making  process.  It  provides  strategic  insights  not 

otherwise  available. 

2.  The  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  could  streamline  the  procxirement  process 
and  reduce  administrative  burden. 

The  primary  benefit  of  the  taxonomy  is  the  ability 

to  tailor  different  aspects  of  the  procurement  process  to 

individual  categories.  This  would  allow  the  elimination  of 
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unnecessary  oversight  and  regulation,  and  produce  a  nore 
efficient  system. 

3.  The  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  would  Improve  the  Federal  procurement 
system. 

The  taxonomy  would  provide  insight  into  the 
structure  and  relationships  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  from  the  perspective  of  the  buying  process.  The 
taxonomy  would  clarify  relationships  among  goods,  thereby 
enhancing  observations.  From  this,  general  statements  could 
be  made  about  individual  categories  of  goods  which  would 
help  guide  decisions  in  the  procurement  process. 

4.  There  are  many  areas  in  the  field  of  contracting 
where  the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  can  be  applied. 

The  researcher  identified  the  following  significant 
areas  of  application  for  the  taxonomy  during  the  course  of 
this  study: 

Market  Research  Unsolicited  Proposal  Procedures 

Policy  Guidance  Industrial  Base  Decisions 

Training/ Education  Profit  Guidelines 

Staffing  Source  Selection  Procedures 

Procurement  Reviews  Administrative  Procedures 

Budgeting  Clause  Selection 

Legislative  development  Specification  Selection 

Regulations/Procedures  Configuration  Control 

Contract  Type  Selection  IR&D  Policy 

Contracting  Method  Acquisition  Strategy 

Change  Control  Workload  Management 

Break-out  Decisions 
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5.  Tbe  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  would  enhance  the  Government's  ability  to 
conduct  market  research. 

Literature  reviews  would  be  made  easier  because 
Information  would  be  accessed  by  the  category  to  which  an 
Item  belongs.  The  categories  would  serve  as  the  bases  for 
conducting  and  reporting  research  studies  to  facilitate 
comparison.  Observations  of  goods  within  Individual 
categories  could  be  generalized  to  other  goods  In  the  same 
categories.  Cataloging  Information  In  this  manner  would 
Identify  areas  where  greater  research  Is  needed.  The 
taxonomy  would  serve  as  the  framework  for  conducting 
organized  and  systematic  research,  revealing  trends  or 
problem  areas,  and  ways  to  Improve  the  procurement  process, 
thus  advancing  the  body  of  knowledge.  The  taxonomy  could 
also  be  used  to  provide  easy  access  to  market  Information 
for  use  In  specific  procurements,  making  market  research  a 
viable  process  In  contracting. 

6.  The  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government  would  provide  a  framework  for  tailoring 
and  selectively  applying  procurement  regulation, 
thereby  streamlining  the  process. 

Much  of  procurement  regulation  Is  blindly  applied 

across  the  entire  procurement  process.  In  many  cases  this 

places  an  excessive  administrative  burden  on  the  procurement 

process  and  lengthens  the  time  required  to  complete  the 

process.  The  taxonomy,  by  classifying  goods  based  on 
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inherent  characteristics  deemed  important  in  the  buying 
process,  would  provide  a  mechanism  for  tailoring  or 
selectively  applying  procurement  regulation.  By 
streamlining  the  procurement  process  in  this  manner,  the 
Government  could  save  significant  amounts  of  time  and  money 
through  reduced  administrative  and  oversight  burdens. 

7.  The  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 

Government  would  improve  procurement  training  and 
education  by  identifying  the  skills  that  are 
important  in  buying  specific  categories  of  goods. 

The  taxonomy  would  provide  a  framework  for 

identifying  and  studying  the  specific  competencies  required 

in  procuring  the  individual  categories  of  goods.  The  level 

of  complexity  of  the  duties  carried  out  would  be  identified, 

and  training  could  be  tailored  and  prioritized  in  order  to 

get  the  maximum  benefit  from  the  limited  resources  that  are 

available.  The  taxonomy  would  improve  procurement  training 

and  education  by  linking  the  skills  that  are  important  in 

buying  specific  categories  of  goods.  Training  and  education 

could  then  be  more  accurately  tailored  to  meet  those  needs. 

The  ultimate  benefit  would  be  a  better  trained  procurement 

workforce. 

C.  RECOMMENDATIONS 

The  following  recommendations  are  made  as  a  result  of 
this  study: 
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1.  Research  efforts  should  continue  to  develop  the 
taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 
Government . 

with  the  down-sizing  of  the  procurement  workforce, 
decreasing  budgets,  and  a  shrinking  industrial  base, 
innovative  methods  of  improving  the  procurement  process  are 
necessary.  The  taxonomy  holds  great  promise  for  improving 
the  efficiency  and  effectiveness  of  the  procurement  process. 

Future  efforts  should  continue  to  examine  potential 
applications  of  the  taxonomy.  This  research  effort  has 
attempted  to  identify  potential  areas  of  application  and 
suggest  potential  benefits  to  be  gained  from  the  taxonomy. 

In  doing  so,  the  general  thought  process  or  logic  of  how  the 
system  could  be  used  was  presented,  citing  potential 
implications.  This  process  should  be  continued,  perhaps  by 
taking  a  single  application,  in  conjunction  with  a  single 
category  of  goods  resulting  from  Wenger's  or  Prendergast ' s 
study,  and  examining  the  full  range  of  insights  that  may  be 
drawn  from  that  application. 

2.  Insights  revealed  by  the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured 
by  the  Federal  Government  should  be  used  to  develop 
guidance,  not  rigid  rules. 

The  Federal  procurement  process  is  already  burdened 
with  too  many  rules  and  regulations.  The  consequence  is  a 
restrictive  procurement  process  that  dictates  procedures 
that  apply  in  all  situations,  removing  any  room  for 
flexibility  and  individual  judgment.  The  taxonomy  should  be 


used  to  develop  guidance  and  general  principles  that 
procurement  managers  can  use  to  support  individual 
decisions. 

3.  As  more  goods  are  classified,  application  of  the 
taxonomy  in  market  research  should  be  refined  to 
incorporate  new  insights. 

As  efforts  continue  to  explore  the  development  and 
advancement  of  the  taxonomy,  application  of  the  taxonomy  in 
market  research  should  be  refined  and  expanded  upon.  As 
more  goods  are  classified,  characteristics  of  the  goods  that 
are  important  in  this  application  may  become  evident, 
requiring  the  addition  or  deletion  of  the  characteristics 
used  for  classification.  As  this  occurs,  the  application  in 
market  research  should  be  refined  to  reflect  the  changes 
discovered  and  the  insights  gained  from  the  taxonomy.  The 
taxonomy  may  help  to  identify  information  not  yet  considered 
important,  such  as  barriers  to  competition.  The  very  nature 
of  the  way  the  Government  views  and  conducts  market  research 
may  change  as  a  result  of  further  development  of  the 
taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government. 

4.  Application  of  tbe  taxonomy  in  procurement 
regulation  should  be  further  expanded  upon. 

Procurement  regulation  is  far-reaching  and  covers  a 

vast  portion  of  the  procurement  process.  This  study  has 

described  how  the  taxonomy  would  be  applied  in  several  areas 

of  procurement  regulation.  However,  there  are  many  more 
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aspects  of  procurement  regulation  that  should  be  explored 
and  developed.  This  application  should  be  explored  further 
in  order  to  fully  understand  the  potential  benefits  to  be 
gained  from  the  taxonomy. 

5.  Application  of  the  taxonomy  in  procurement  training 
and  education  should  be  refined  as  more  goods  are 
classified. 

The  way  Federal  procurement  training  and  education 
is  conducted  may  change  as  a  result  of  the  insights  provided 
by  application  of  the  taxonomy.  As  more  goods  are 
classified  in  future  studies,  new  light  may  be  shed  on  what 
the  training  priorities  should  be.  It  is  natural  that  the 
application  of  the  taxonomy  will  need  to  be  refined  as  new 
insights  are  gained. 

6.  Of  the  potential  applications  identified  in  this 
study  that  were  not  fully  explored,  the  areas  of 
staffing,  workload  management,  and  acquisition 
strategy  appear  to  hold  great  promise  and  should  be 
the  next  areas  considered. 

The  process  of  developing  the  taxonomy  of  goods 
procured  by  the  Federal  Government  should  include  a 
continuing  effort  to  examine  potential  applications.  In  the 
researcher's  opinion,  staffing,  workload  management,  and 
acquisition  strategy  should  be  the  next  areas  to  be  further 
explored  for  application  of  the  taxonomy.  These  areas  are 
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critical  to  the  success  of  the  procurement  process,  and  were 
suggested  as  promising  areas  by  several  of  the  contracting 
experts  interviewed  for  this  study. 

D.  RESEARCH  QUESTIONS 

Answers  to  the  research  questions  proposed  in  Chapter  I 
are  presented  below. 

Primary  Research  Question: 

Would  application  of  the  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by 
the  Federal  Government  be  useful  in  the  discipline  of 
contracting? 

The  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government 

would  be  useful  in  the  field  of  contracting.  This  research 

effort  identified  potential  areas  of  application  and 

described  the  usefulness  of  the  applications.  This 

validates  the  evaluation  criterion  that  the  classification 

scheme  must  be  useful. 

Subsidiary  Research  Questions; 

1.  Are  there  taxonomical  applications  in  other 
disciplines  that  can  be  extrapolated  to  the 
contracting  field? 

The  research  conducted  in  support  of  this  study 
indicated  that  taxonomical  applications  in  other  fields  were 
primarily  in  the  area  of  discipline  research.  The 
taxonomies  provided  a  framework  for  organized  and  methodical 
research  to  assist  in  the  development  of  theories  within  the 
discipline.  This  was  also  the  original  impetus  for 
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classification  studies  within  the  field  of  contractinc  and 
is  indeed  applicable  to  the  field. 

Outside  of  the  area  of  discipline  research,  the 
applications  discussed  in  this  research  effort  were  based 
primarily  on  applications  in  the  field  of  marketing  where 
classification  schemes  are  used  to  provide  strategic 
insights  in  the  decision  making  process.  This  is  supported 
by  the  fact  that  the  Wenger  taxonomical  model  was  adapted 
from  a  marketing  classification  scheme. 

2.  What  are  the  potential  applications  of  the  taxonomy 
of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government  in  the 
field  of  contracting? 

The  potential  applications  of  the  taxonomy  in  the 

field  of  contracting  have  been  identified  by  the  researcher 

as  follows: 

Market  Research 
Policy  Guidance 
Training/ Education 
Staffing 

Procurement  Reviews 
Budgeting 

Legislative  development 
Regulations/Procedures 
Contract  Type  Selection 
Contracting  Method 
Change  Control 
Break-out  Decisions 

3.  What  are  the  most  promising  application  of  the 
taxonomy  in  the  field  of  contracting? 

The  most  promising  applications  of  the  taxonomy  are 

in  the  areas  of  market  research,  procurement  regulation,  and 

procurement  training  and  education.  These  are  areas  where 


Unsolicited  Proposal  Procedures 
Industrial  Base  Decisions 
Profit  Guidelines 
Source  Selection  Procedures 
Administrative  Procedures 
Clause  Selection 
Specification  Selection 
configuration  Control 
IR&D  Policy 
Acquisition  Strategy 
Workload  Management 
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the  Federal  Government  has  significant  problems  and  even 
small  improvements  would  yield  great  benefits  because  of 
their  far-reaching  influence  on  the  procurement  process. 

They  are  also  areas  that  lend  themselves  well  to  the 
insights  and  guidance  that  the  taxonomy  would  provide. 

These  applications  were  expanded  upon  in  this  research 
effort.  One  additional  area  that  was  only  briefly  discussed 
in  this  study,  which  in  retrospect,  and  as  suggested  in 
several  interviews,  should  be  included  among  the  most 
promising  applications,  is  the  area  of  staffing. 

4.  In  the  most  promising  areas  of  application,  how 
would  the  taxonomy  be  applied? 

Specific  applications  were  presented  in  this  study. 
The  key  element  of  the  process  is  to  identify  the 
characteristics  of  the  goods  in  specific  categories, 
understand  what  the  implications  are  in  the  procurement 
process,  and  then  use  the  information  in  support  of  the 
decision  making  process. 

5.  What  are  the  benefits  of  applying  the  taxonomy  of 
goods  procured  by  the  Federal  Government  in  the  most 
promising  areas  selected  for  examination? 

The  specific  benefits  associated  with  the  most 

promising  applications  were  discussed  in  the  study.  The 

overall  benefits  of  applying  the  taxonomy  would  be  the 

ability  to  tailor  various  aspects  of  the  procurement  process 

to  the  specific  categories,  removing  layers  of  inefficiency. 
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and  streamlining  the  process.  The  ultimate  benefits  would 
be  large  dollar  savings  and  a  faster,  more  responsive 
system. 

E.  AREAS  FOR  FURTHER  RESEARCH 

The  following  areas  of  further  research  are  recommended: 

1.  Explore  the  possibility  of  combining  goods  and 
services  in  a  single  classificatory  scheme. 

A  debate  is  being  conducted  in  the  field  of 

marketing  as  to  whether  there  should  be  a  single 

classification  scheme  for  goods  and  services.  Argximents 

have  been  made  both  in  favor  and  against  this  concept. 

Wenger's  taxonomy  of  goods  procured  by  the  Federal 

Government  was  adapted  from  a  marketing  goods  classification 

scheme.  Allen's  taxonomy  of  services  procured  by  the 

Federal  Government  was  based  in  large  part  on  Wenger's 

taxonomy  of  goods.  The  two  models  are  very  similar  in  many 

respects.  Further  research  should  be  conducted  to  examine 

the  possibility  of  combining  goods  and  services  in  a  single 

taxonomical  structure.  It  would  be  beneficial  to  resolve 

this  issue  before  moving  further  in  either  direction, 

perhaps  saving  a  duplication  of  effort  or  having  to  back- 

peddle  and  cover  ground  that  has  been  missed. 
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2.  Ex2uiiine  whether  the  best  source  for  data  collection 
would  be  the  buyers,  requirements  personnel,  or 
users  of  the  goods. 

Prendergast  concluded  that  the  data  collection 
scheme  needs  to  be  reviewed  and  streamlined.  (Prendergast, 
1991,  p.  91)  He  also  suggested  researching  the  level  of 
knowledge  of  buyers.  (Prendergast,  1991,  p.  97)  The  level 
of  knowledge  of  buyers  impacts  the  data  collection  scheme. 

An  additional  aspect  that  should  be  considered,  perhaps  in 
conjunction  with  the  other  aspects  suggested  above,  is  which 
source  of  information,  buyers,  requirers,  or  users,  would 
prove  to  be  the  best  source  for  data  collection. 

3.  Explore  the  possibility  of  expanding  application  of 
the  taxonomy  to  non-Government  areas. 

As  suggested  by  one  contracting  expert,  the  concept 

should  be  expanded  to  non* (Government)  applications  as  well. 

The  concept  may  apply  to  civilian  applications  as  well  as 

Government  applications,  with  some  modification  of  the 

existing  characteristics.  This  approach  may  encourage  wider 

analysis  and  speed  the  process  of  examination  as  well. 

F.  CHAPTER  SUMMARY 

This  chapter  presented  the  conclusions  and 
recommendations  resulting  from  this  research  effort, 
answered  the  primary  and  subsidiary  research  questions,  and 
recommended  areas  for  further  research. 


108 


LIST  OF  REFERENCES 


1.  Allen,  Scott  T. ,  "A  Taxonomical  Structure  for 
Classifying  the  Services  Procured  by  the  Federal 
Government,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School, 
Monterey,  California,  December  1991. 

2.  Bell,  Martin  L. ,  "Some  Strategy  Implications  of  a 
Matrix  Approach  to  the  Classification  of  Marketing 
Goods  and  Services , "  Journal  of  the  Academy  of 
Marketing  Science.  V.  14,  No.  1,  1986,  pp.  13-20. 

3.  Crawford,  C.  C. ,  Siegel,  Gilert  B.  and  Kerr,  John  A., 
"Learning  Needs  of  Contracting  Personnel,"  National 
Contract  Management  Journal.  V.  23,  No.  2,  1990,  pp. 
55-66. 

4.  Defense  Systems  Management  College,  The  Acouisition 
Enhancement  fACE^  Program  Report  II.  Vols.  1  and  2, 
Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia,  December  1986. 

5.  Edgar,  James  H. ,  "The  Defense  Acquisition  Workforce 
Improvement  Act,"  Contract  Management.  March  1991,  PP. 
19-21,  50-53. 

6.  Federal  Acquisition  Institute,  Contract  Management 
Training  Blueprints.  Washington,  D.C.,  1989. 

7.  Fleishman,  Edwin  A.  and  Marilyn  K.  Quaintance, 
Taxonomies  of  Human  Performance;  The  Description  of 
Human  Tasks .  New  York,  Academic  Press,  1984. 

8.  Fleishman,  Edwin  A.,  "Systems  for  Describing  Human 
Tasks,"  American  Psychologist.  V.  37,  No.  7,  1982,  pp. 
821-834. 

9.  Fowler,  Clark  D. ,  "Development  of  a  Procurement  Task 
Classification  Scheme,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval 
Postgraduate  School,  Monterey,  California,  December 
1987. 


109 


10.  Gupta,  Udayan  and  Saddler,  Jeanne,  "Enterprise:  Bill 
Likely  to  Put  $1  Billion  Into  Small  Firms'  Research, 
Expanded  Program  Would  Sharpen  Focus  on  Commercial 
Possibilities,"  The  Wall  Street  Journal.  29  September 
1992,  p.  B2. 

11.  Hunt,  Shelby  D. ,  Marketing  Theory.  Homewood,  Illinois, 
Richard  D.  Irwin,  Inc.,  1983. 

12.  Judson,  Robert  R. ,  "A  Profile  of  Acquisition 
Environments,"  Contract  Management.  DecerJoer  1986,  pp. 
14-15. 

13.  Krikorian,  George  K.,  "DoD's  'Cost  Premium'  30  to  50 
Percent,"  National  Defense.  September  1992,  pp.  12-13. 

14.  Lamm,  David  V.,  "An  Analysis  of  Reasons  Companies 
Refuse  to  Participate  in  Defense  Business,"  Technical 
Report,  Naval  Postgraduate  School,  Monterey, 

California,  March  1987. 

15.  Lamm,  D.  V.  and  Wenger  B.  L. ,  "A  Proposed  Taxonomy  for 
Federal  Government  Goods,"  Proceedings  of  the  1991 
Acguisition  Research  Symposium.  Defense  Systems 
Management  College  and  National  Contract  Management 
Association,  July  1991,  pp.  239-249. 

16.  Mavroules,  Nicholas,  "Creating  A  Professional 
Acquisition  Work  Force,"  National  Contract  Management 
Journal.  V.  24,  No.  2,  1991,  pp.  15-23. 

17.  Miracle,  Gordon  E. ,  "Product  Characteristics  and 
Marketing  Strategy,"  Journal  of  Marketing.  V.  29, 
January  1965,  pp.  18-24. 

18.  Mulhern,  John  J. ,  "Policy  Guidance  on  Market  Research 
for  Contracting  Officers,"  National  Contract  Management 
Journal.  V.  24,  No.  2,  1991,  pp.  33-39. 

19.  Murphy,  Patrick  E.  and  Enis,  Ben  N. ,  "Classifying 
Products  strategically,"  Journal  of  Marketing.  V.  50, 
July  1986,  pp.  24-42. 

20.  Page,  Asa  H.,  "A  Taxonomic  Approach  to  Contracting 
Officer  Tasking,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate 
School,  Monterey,  California,  December  1989. 


110 


21.  Park,  Steven  A.,  "The  Possibility  of  a  Contracting 
Science,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School, 
Monterey,  California,  December  1986. 

22.  Pearlman,  Kenneth,  "Job  Families:  A  Review  and 
Discussion  of  Their  Implications  for  Personnel 
Selection,"  Psychological  Bulletin.  V.  87,  No.  l, 
January  1980,  pp.  1-28. 

23.  Prendergast,  John  J.,  "Application  of  a  Taxonomical 
Structure  for  Classifying  Goods  Procured  by  the  Federal 
Government,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School, 
Monterey,  California,  December  1991. 

24.  President's  Blue  Ribbon  Commission  on  Defense 
Management,  A  Quest  for  Excellence.  (Packard  Commission 
Report),  Washington,  D.C.,  June  1986. 

25.  Roback,  Herbert,  "Towards  More  and  Better  Procurement 
Research,"  Defense  Management  Journal.  July  1975,  pp. 
4-6. 

26.  Sherman,  Stanley  N.,  Government  Procurement  Management. 
Wordcrafters  Publications,  Germantown,  Maryland,  1991. 

27.  Smith,  David  A.,  "A  Classification  and  Analysis  of 
National  Contract  Management  Journal  Articles  From  1966 
Through  1989,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate 
School,  Monterey,  California,  June  1991. 

28.  Sokal,  Robert  R. ,  "Classification:  Purposes, 

Principles,  Progress,  Prospects,"  Science.  V.  185,  No. 
4157,  27  September  1974,  pp.  1115-1123. 

29.  Stewart,  Richard  L. ,  "Market  Research  for  Effective 
Competition  in  the  Federal  Procurement  Process," 

Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School,  Monterey, 
California,  December  1987. 

30.  Sweeney,  Richard  F.,  "A  Classification  and  Analysis  of 
Contracting  Literature,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval 
Postgraduate  School,  Monterey,  California,  December 
1989. 

31.  U.S.  Department  of  Defense  Instruction  5000.2,  Defense 
Acquisition  Management  Policies  and  Procedures. 
Washington,  D.C.,  Government  Printing  Office,  23 
February  1991. 


Ill 


32. 


Weaver,  Barbara  M.,  "SBA:  The  Progreuns  and  the 
Players,”  Contract  Management .  August  1992,  pp.  25-28. 

33.  Wenger,  Brian  L. ,  "A  Taxonomical  Structure  for 

Classifying  Goods  Purchased  by  the  Federal  Government,” 
Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School,  Monterey, 
California,  December  1990. 


34.  Williams,  Robert  F.  and  Arvis,  Paul  F. ,  ”The 

Possibility  of  a  Contracting  Science,”  paper  presented 
to  the  Federal  Acquisition  Research  Symposium,  Defense 
Systems  Management  College,  Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia, 
November  1985. 


112 


APPENDIX 


LIST  OF  EXPERTS  INTERVIEWED 

Arvis,  Paul  F. ,  Professor,  Florida  Institute  of  Technology, 
Fort  Lee,  Virginia. 

Beck,  Alan  W. ,  Professor,  Defense  Systems  Management 
College,  Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia. 

Coates,  Elinor  Sue,  Instructor  &  Consultant,  Coates  & 
Company,  San  Francisco,  California. 

Garrett,  Gregory  A. ,  Former  Assistant  Professor  of 
Contracting,  Air  Force  Institute  of  Technology,  Wright- 
Patterson  AFB,  Ohio. 

Haugh,  Leroy,  Vice  President,  Aerospace  Industry 
Association,  Washington,  D.C. 

Hearn,  Emmett,  Instructor,  University  of  California, 
Berkeley,  California. 

Lessig,  James  B.,  Logistics  Management  Institute,  Former 
National  President,  National  Contract  Management 
Association,  Washington,  D.C. 

Macfarlan,  W.  Gregor,  Harbrldge  House,  Inc. ,  National 
President,  National  Contract  Management  Association, 
Alexandria,  Virginia. 

Meneely,  Frank  T. ,  Professor,  Defense  Systems  Management 
College,  Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia. 

Sapp,  Richard  S.,  Ph.D.,  Vice  President,  Product  Assurance, 
Lockheed  Corporation,  Solvang,  California. 

Sherman,  Stanley,  N. ,  Professor,  George  Washington 
University,  Washington,  D.C. 

Zemansky,  Stanley  D. ,  Consultant  &  Retired  Director  of 
Purchasing  for  Baltimore,  Maryland,  Paradise,  California. 


113 


BIBLIOGRAPHY 


1.  Allen,  Scott  T.,  "A  Taxonomical  structure  for 
Classifying  the  Services  Procured  by  the  Federal 
Government,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School, 
Monterey,  California,  December  1991. 

2.  Arvis,  Paul  F.,  "Systematic  Research:  A  Tonic  for 
Procurement  Research,"  Defense  Management  Journal.  July 
1975,  pp.  7-8. 

3.  Babione,  Dale  R. ,  "Procurement  Research:  Solutions  to 
Problems  Through  Innovation  and  Communication,  Defense 
Management  Journal.  July  1975,  pp.  2-3. 

4.  Bell,  Martin  L. ,  "Some  Strategy  Implications  of  a 
Matrix  Approach  to  the  Classification  of  Marketing 
Goods  and  Services , "  Journal  of  the  Academy  of 
Marketing  Science.  V.  14,  No.  1,  1986,  pp.  13-20. 

5.  Crawford,  C.  C.,  Siegel,  Gilert  B.  and  Kerr,  John  A., 
"Learning  Needs  of  Contracting  Personnel,"  National 
Contract  Management  J our na 1 .  V.  23,  No.  2,  1990,  pp. 
55-66. 

6.  Chrisman,  James  J. ,  Hofer,  Charles  W. ,  and  Boulton, 
William  R. ,  "Toward  a  System  for  Classifying  Business 
Strategies,"  Academy  of  Management  Review.  V.  13,  No. 

3,  1988,  pp.  413-428. 

7.  Defense  Systems  Management  College,  The  Acguisition 
Enhancement  (ACEl  Program  Report  II.  Vols.  1  and  2, 
Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia,  December  1986. 

8.  Edgar,  James  H. ,  "The  Defense  Acquisition  Workforce 
Improvement  Act,"  Contract  Management.  March  1991,  PP. 
19-21,  50-53. 

9.  Federal  Acquisition  Institute,  Contract  Management 
Training  Blueprints.  Washington,  D.C.,  1989. 

10.  Fleishman,  Edwin  A.  and  Marilyn  K.  Quaintance, 
Taxonomies  of  Human  Performance:  The  Description  of 
Human  Tasks .  New  York,  Academic  Press,  1984. 


114 


11. 


Fleishman,  Edwin  A. ,  "Systems  for  Describing  Human 
Tasks,"  American  Psychologist.  V.  37,  No.  7,  1982,  pp. 
821-834. 

12.  Fowler,  Clark  D. ,  "Development  of  a  Procurement  Task 
Classification  Scheme,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval 
Postgraduate  School,  Monterey,  California,  December 
1987. 

13.  Gehrt,  Kenneth  c.  and  Pinto,  Mary  Beth,  "An  Exploration 
of  the  Applicability  of  Situational  Segmentation  in  the 
Health  Care  Market:  Development  of  a  Situational 
Taxonomy,"  Health  Marketing  Quarterly.  V.  7,  1990,  pp. 
115-130. 

14.  Greenberg,  Jerald,  "A  Taxonomy  of  Organizational 
Justice  Theories,"  Academy  of  Management  Review.  V.  12, 
No.  1,  1987,  pp.  9-22. 

15.  Gupta,  Udayan  and  Saddler,  Jeanne,  "Enterprise:  Bill 
Likely  to  Put  $1  Billion  Into  Small  Firms'  Research, 
Expanded  Program  Would  Sharpen  Focus  on  Commercial 
Possibilities,"  The  Wall  Street  Journal.  29  September 
1992,  p.  B2. 

16.  Hunt,  Shelby  D.,  Marketing  Theory.  Homewood,  Illinois, 
Richard  D.  Irwin,  Inc.,  1983. 

17.  Institute  for  Defense  Analysis,  Relating  Personnel  and 
Training  Resources  to  Unit  Performance:  Identifying 
Data  on  Performance  in  the  Military.  Alexandria, 
Virginia,  1987. 

18.  Judson,  Robert  R. ,  "A  Profile  of  Acquisition 
Environments,"  Contract  Management.  December  1986,  pp. 
14-15. 

19.  Krikorian,  George  K.,  "DoD's  'Cost  Premium'  30  to  50 
Percent,"  National  Defense.  September  1992,  pp.  12-13. 

20.  Lamm,  David  V.,  "An  Analysis  of  Reasons  Companies 
Refuse  to  Participate  in  Defense  Business,"  Technical 
Report,  Naval  Postgraduate  School,  Monterey, 

California,  March  1987. 


115 


21. 


Lamm,  D.  V.  and  Wenger  B.  L. ,  "A  Proposed  Taxonomy  for 
Federal  Government  Goods,”  Proceedings  of  the  1991 
Acquisition  Research  Symposium.  Defense  Systems 
Management  College  and  National  Contract  Management 
Association,  July  1991,  pp.  239-249. 

22.  Lovelock,  Christopher  H. ,  “Classifying  Services  to  Gain 
Strategic  Marketing  Insights,”  Journal  of  Marketing.  V. 
47,  1983,  pp.  9-20. 

23.  Mavroules,  Nicholas,  "Creating  A  Professional 
Acquisition  Work  Force,”  National  Contract  Management 
Journal.  V.  24,  No.  2,  1991,  pp.  15-23. 

24.  Mayr,  Ernst,  "Biological  Classification:  Toward  a 
Synthesis  of  Opposing  Methodologies,”  Science.  V.  214, 
1981,  pp.  510-516. 

25.  McKelvey,  Bill,  "Organizational  Systematics:  Taxonomic 
Lessons  From  Biology,”  Management  Science.  V.  24,  No. 
13,  1978,  pp.  1428-1440. 

26.  Mertens,  Peter  and  Kanet,  John  J. ,  "Expert  Systems  in 
Production  Management,”  Journal  of  Operations 
Management .  V.  6,  No.  4,  1986,  pp.  393-404. 

27.  Miller,  Patricia  L.  and  Folse,  Glenda  H. ,  "Patient 
Classification  and  Staffing  in  Arr’jalatory  Care,” 

Nursing  Management.  V.  20,  No  8,  1989,  pp.  29-31. 

28.  Miracle,  Gordon  E. ,  "Product  Characteristics  and 
Marketing  Strategy,"  Journal  of  Marketing.  V.  29, 
January  1965,  pp.  18-24. 

29.  Mulhern,  John  J.,  "Policy  Guidance  on  Market  Research 
for  Contracting  Officers,"  National  Contract  Management 
Journal.  V.  24,  No.  2,  1991,  pp.  33-39. 

30.  Murphy,  Patrick  E.  and  Enis,  Ben  M. ,  "Classifying 
Products  Strategically,"  Journal  of  Marketing.  V.  50, 
July  1986,  pp.  24-42. 

31.  Page,  Asa  H.,  "A  Taxonomic  Approach  to  Contracting 
Officer  Tasking,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate 
School,  Monterey,  California,  December  1989. 

32.  Park,  Steven  A.,  "The  Possibility  of  a  Contracting 
Science,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School, 
Monterey,  California,  December  1986. 


116 


33.  Pearlman,  Kenneth,  "Job  Families:  A  Review  and 
Discussion  of  Their  Implications  for  Personnel 
Selection,"  Psychological  Bulletin.  V.  87,  No.  1, 
January  1980,  pp.  1-28. 

34.  Porac,  Joseph  F.  and  Thomas,  Howard,  "Taxonomic  Mental 
Models  in  Competitor  Definition,"  Academy  of  Management 
Review.  V.  15,  No.  2,  1990,  pp.  224-240. 

35.  Prendergast,  John  J. ,  "Application  of  a  Taxonomical 
Structure  for  Classifying  Goods  Procured  by  the  Federal 
Government,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School, 
Monterey,  California,  December  1991. 

36.  President's  Blue  Ribbon  Commission  on  Defense 
Management,  A  Quest  for  Excellence.  (Packard  Commission 
Report),  Washington,  D.C.,  June  1986. 

37.  Risk,  J.M.S.,  "The  Key  to  a  Formal  Structure  for 
Accounting,"  Management  Accounting.  September  1981,  pp. 
20-23. 

38.  Roback,  Herbert,  "Towards  More  and  Better  Procurement 
Research,"  Defense  Management  Journal.  July  1975,  pp. 
4-6. 

39.  Sherman,  Stanley  N. ,  Government  Procurement  Management. 
Wordcrafters  Publications,  Germantown,  Maryland,  1991. 

40.  Shubik,  M.,  "What  is  an  Application  and  When  is  Theory 
a  Waste  of  Time?"  Management  Science.  V.  33,  No.  12, 
1987,  pp.  1511-1522. 

41.  Smith,  David  A.,  "A  Classification  and  Analysis  of 
National  Contract  Meinagement  Journal  Articles  From  1966 
Through  1989,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate 
School,  Monterey,  California,  June  1991. 

42.  Sokal,  Robert  R. ,  "Classification:  Purposes, 

Principles,  Progress,  Prospects,"  Science.  V.  185,  No. 
4157,  27  September  1974,  pp.  1115-1123. 

43.  Stewart,  Richard  L.,  "Market  Research  for  Effective 
Competition  in  the  Federal  Procurement  Process," 

Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School,  Monterey, 
California,  December  1987. 


117 


44.  Swamldass,  Paul  M. ,  "Empirical  Science:  New  Frontier  in 
Operations  Management  Research,"  Academy  of  Management 
Review .  V.  16,  No.  4,  1991,  pp.  793-814. 

45.  Sweeney,  Richard  F.,  "A  Classification  and  Analysis  of 
Contracting  Literature,"  Masters  Thesis,  Naval 
Postgraduate  School,  Monterey,  California,  December 
1989. 

46.  U.S.  Department  of  Defense  Instruction  5000.2,  Defense 
Acquisition  Management  Policies  and  Procedures. 
Washington,  D.C.,  Government  Printing  Office,  23 
February  1991. 

47.  Weaver,  Barbara  M. ,  "SBA:  The  Programs  and  the 
Players,"  Contract  Management.  August  1992,  pp.  25-28. 

48.  Wenger,  Brian  L.,  "A  Taxonomical  Structure  for 
Classifying  Goods  Purchased  by  the  Federal  Government," 
Masters  Thesis,  Naval  Postgraduate  School,  Monterey, 
California,  December  1990. 

49.  Williams,  Robert  F.  and  Arvis,  Paul  F. ,  "The 
Possibility  of  a  Contracting  Science,"  paper  presented 
to  the  Federal  Acquisition  Research  Symposixm,  Defense 
Systems  Management  College,  Fort  Belvoir,  Virginia, 
November  1985. 


118 


INITIAL  DISTRIBUTION  LIST 


Defense  Technical  Information  Center 
Cameron  Station 
Alexandria,  VA  22304-6145 

Defense  Logistics  Studies  Information  Exchange 
U.S.  Army  Logistics  Management  Center 
Fort  Lee,  VA  23801 

Library,  Code  52 

Naval  Postgraduate  School 

Monterey,  CA  93943-5000 

Dr.  David  V.  Lamm,  Code  AS/Lt 
Department  of  Administrative  Sciences 
Naval  Postgraduate  School 
Monterey,  CA  93943-5000 

Dr.  Benjamin  J.  Roberts,  Code  AS/Ro 
Department  of  Administrative  Sciences 
Naval  Postgraduate  School 
Monterey,  CA  93943-5000 

LT  E.  W.  Sheehan,  Jr.,  SC,  USN 
Naval  Air  Systems  Command 
Code  AIR  215 
Washington,  D.C.  20361 


